
July 2,1996 Introduced By: Nickels

cc:507G2 Proposed No.: 96-586

1 MOTION NO. 9899 "i..

2 A MOTION authoriing the Executive to use Kig County
3 employees to perform securty screenig; to station fuly
4 commssioned offcers at the Distrct Cour locations; and to
5 station limited commssioned offcers at the Regional JuStice6 Center.
7

8 WHREAS, followig the tragic evei1ts of March 2,1995, when thee women were shot

9 to death in the Kig County Courouse, the executive, llie superior cour the district court, and

10 the county council acted swiftly to develop, fud, and implement temporai emergency security

II measures to screen for weapons at the Courtouse and outlying distrct court facilities, and

12 WHREAS, emergency securty measures required the use of contract employees to

13 screen for weapons and requied the temporai deployment of police offcers on an overtime

14 basis to provide securty at the Kig County Courouse and the distrct court, and

15 WHREAS, the Kig County council approved in Motion 9493 the policy that to protect

16 court areas, it is necessai to exclude weapons from the buildig, except those cared by law

17 enforcement personnel, and to screen for weapons at courooms and entrances to the King

18 County Courouse, and

19 WHREAS, the Kig County èouncil requested, in Motion 9822, a revised security

20 staffing plan which assumed that county employees would be hired to p.:rform security sc~eening

21 work, and

22 WHREAS, the Executive recommends the use of county employees to perform

23 securty screenig work, to station fuly commssion-d offcers at the distrct cour locations, and

24 to use limited commissioned offcers at t1:, Xing County Courthouse and the Regional Justice

25 Center;
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2 NOW, TIREFORE, BE IT MOVE by the Council of Kig CoUnty:

3 The County Executive is autorized to use Kig County employees to perform security

4 screenig; to station fuly commssioned offcers at the Distrct Court locations; and to station

5 limited commssioned offcers at the Regional J~;ienter.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

~,

From the tragic events of March 2, 1995, the Metropolitan King County government
embarked on an intensive undertaking to assess its security needs and develop a long
term approach to providing building security. Through a collaborative effort by the
Executive, the Superior Court, the District Court, and the Council and with the assistance
of security experts, this report puts forth an approach which addresses the immediate and
long term security needs of County facilities w.ith court and court-related operations. Once
this report with its underlying operational and policy directions is approved, planning will
begin on the second phase of this program to provide security to all other County
facilties.

Guiding Principles

Guiding principles set the direction for the plan proposed herein. The following principles
are particularly noteworthy:

. As a provider of services to the public and a responsible employer, it is incumbent

upon-King County government to provide within practical limits the safest and most
secure environment for the public, its employees, and elected offcials. -

. Efft~tive security measures should be provided in a manner that is least intrusive
and inconvenient to the public and employees.

. No secúrity system is fail-safe. At best, a security system wil provide a strong
deterrent to violence, particularly that which .arises from extreme, emotional
situations.

. Security for the King County Courthouse entails screening for weapons at the

entrances to the facilty, based on the findings of the Superior Court, the County
Executive, and the Metropolitan King County CounciL.

. All persons entering the Courthouse are subject to entrance screening.

. Entrance screening for the general public is necessary in the outlying court facilties
to provide adequate security for the public and employees, based on the findings of
the District Court.

Managemenf'of Security

Management of the security program wil be pro~ided by the Department of Public Safety
(DPS) during normal business hours (6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.) and the Department of
Construction and Faciliies Management (DCFM) at night and on weekends. DCFM wil
also continue to be responsible for non-security functions including fire alarms, building
evacuations, and building systems such as elevators and HYAC. DPS wil create a new
security section staffed with an existing captain and sergeant position, and add one
sergeant to oversee the District Court operations. While many options for managing the
security program were considered, this option emphasized the strengths of both the
Department of Public Safety and the Department of Construction and Facilties
Management and builds on their history of close coordination.

New limited Commission Security Offcer Position

To meet the unique combination of skils and knowledge for security, public interaction,
court operations, and building-related operations, a new class of security offcer within the
Department of Public Safety is recommended. DPS wil develop a training program which
wil specifically address these skils. Successful new hires wil receive a limited
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commission with which the offcer has the authority to make arrests in the applicable
facilties. The responsibilities of this position include oversight at entrance screèning
stations, response to calls and emergency situations, and secure weapons in lock boxes.

Long Term Plan

The following table summarizes the recommendations for each facilty:

KC Courthouse District Court Department of Family Court
Divisions Youth Services Servicesl

Harborview Court

Entrance Yes - Public and Yes - Public Only, Yes - Public and Screen for weapons .
Screening Employees, 24 business hours Employees at entrance to court

hours/day areas
Separate All persons are Employees wil have Unti completion of .N/A
Entrances subject to screening. access to separate facility review, some

entrance. DYS/CoLlrt
employees have

access to separate
employee entrances

Staffng · limited . Limited . Limited' . Limited commission

commission offcer commission offcer commission offcer offcer
(day) (day) (day)

· Contract staff (day) . Contract staff (day)

· OCFM Security
Guards (evening,
weekend)

Secondary Secondary screening When circumstances When circumstances N/A
Court for family courts and warrant, secondary warrant, secondary
Screening high security cnminal screening is screening is

matters. available. available.

Perimeter All doors Replace many doors Under review for NA
Doors and electronically locked and re-key or install Phase II plan.
Stairwells with fire release and keypad access for

monitored with alarms employees
and cameras.

Duress Install in courtooms Install in certain , Under review for Facilty modifications

Alarms and many other divisions. Phase II plan. under review

county offces.

Photo 10 Regional Justice Regional Justice . Regional Justice Regional Justice
System for Center, Jail and Center, Jail and Center, Jail and Center, Jail and
Building secunty systems wil security systems wil security systems wil security systems will
Access be coordinated so all be coordinated so all be coordinated so all be coordinated so all
Control employees use one employees use one employees use one- employees use one

access card. access card. ~,l access card. access card.

Additional $1,507,440 $907,465 $183,278 $122,186
Long Term
Staffng
Costs
Facilty 1995: $1,037,000 1995: $379,738 Under review for Under review for
Modifcation 1996: $359,320 1996: $145,275 Phase II plan Phase II plan
Costs
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Security Oversight Committee

Given the mutual interest of the Superior Court, the District Court, the Executive, and the
Council in building security, representatives from these branches wil continue to develop
the security program and monitoring the program once it is implemented.

Second Interim Security Plan

Implementation of the long term plan will require at least until the end of 1995. This time
is needed to make modifications to facilties, to design a training program for the new
security offcer positions, and to hire and train the successful applicants. In the interim,
the current security efforts wil continue with the following adjustments:

. A competitive bidding process for contract staff;

. Remove staff on the perimeter doors of the Courthouse when facilty modifications to
the perimeter doors are completed;

. Create and staff the Central Monitoring Station;

. Implement scheduled deliveries at loading dock and elimiriate the overtime police
offcer position cilrrently staffng this p~st during the emergency interim period; and

. Hire additional, qualified, retired police offcers as limited commission security

offcers to replace posts filled by overtime police offcers during the emergency
interim period.

The additional operating cost during the second interim period is estimated as follows:

Addition"al Cost
June-July 1995

King County Courthouse $642,113

District Court Divisions ' $636,666

Operations" and Maintenance $10,000
.

Total $1,288,780
i. .

~"
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INTRODUCTION

On March 2, 1995, three women were shot to death outside a Superior Court courtroom
on the second floor of the King County Courthouse. This tragic event generated an
unprecedented effort to dramatically improve the security of the King County Courthouse
for both the public and employees. The King County Executive submitted on March 3,
and the Metropolitan King County Council approved on March 6, emergency interim
measures to implement entrance screening in the King County Courthouse. The District
Court also implemented entrance screening as the result of a finding that screening for
weapons and other security improvements were necessary for the continued safe
operation of the District Court facilties. Funding was provided for 90 days of interim
security while the Executive developed, with the guidance and input of the Superior Court
and the District Court, a long term security plan.. .
This report represents the policy and operational framework for a permanent security
operation for King County facilities with court or court-related operations. In addition to
the King County Courthouse and District Court outlying facilties, the court operations at
the Department of Youth Services, Central Building, and Harborview are all included in
this plan. Once the policy direction contained in this plan is approved, a second phase of
planning will occur, to include all remaining County-owned facilties and screening mail
and packages. It is expected that the security operation in the court-related facilities such
as the Courthouse wil become the "hubft for managing security at other county facilties.

Scope of Report
The plan presented in this report addresses the following critical policy and operational
issues:

· Who wil manage the security operations,
· What level of security wil be provided,
· What is the relationship between security and other life/safety functions,
· What type of employees wil operate the security program,
· What facilty modifications are necessary,
· What is the time-frame for implementing the long term plan,
· What measures are needed until implementation of the long term plan, and
· What are the expected costs.

To answer these questions, this report includes a proposed set of guiding principles. This
section is followed by sections on the long term plan for each court-related facility which
includes level of security, staffng, and facility modifications. The next two sections cover
a discussion of the operations, implementation schedule and projected costs for the long
term- plan. The final section includes an interim plan for security operations for the period

June through December 1995, while the long term plan wil be implemented.

Process for Developing the Report
Under the overall direction of the Sheriff, two groups were primarily responsible for
drafting this report.

The Oversight Group consisted of representatives from the Superior Court, the District
Court, the County Council, the Executive Offce, and the Offce of Financial Management.
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The Sheriff convened this group weekly to consider significant policy and operational
issues for the long term plan.

The Technical Working Group consisted of staff from the Department of Public Safety,
Superior Court, Distnct Court, Department of Construction and Facilities Management,
the central staff for the County Council, and the Offce of Financial Management. This
group and its subcommittees met two or three times a week to thoroughly review security
issues and create a framework for discussion in the Oversight Group. The Offce of
Prosecuting Attorney and the Offce of Human Resource Management provided legal and
technical assistance. Two secunty experts provided recommendations on security
systems and architectural changes as well as advice on the proposed operational plan.

,f:l
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GUIDING PRINCIPLES

As discussions among the various groups developing this report proceeded, several principles
emerged which are key to King County's approach to providing security in facilties operated by
King County.

General Principles Applicable to All Facilties,

· As a provider of services to the public and a responsible employer, it is incumbent
upon King County government to provide within practical limits the safest and
most secure environment for the public, its employees, and elected offcials.

· Effective security measures should be provided in a manner that is least intrusìve
and inconvenient to the public and employees.

· An effective security program will entail a customer-service approach in which the
public and employees have easy access to security personnel, are given the
opportunity to provide input on the program, and are well informed about security
issues.

· No security system is fail-safe. At best, a security system wil provide a strong
,deterrent to violence, particularly that which arises from extremely emotional
situations.

· The security plan should be regularly evaluated and updated based on the
changing needs of the agencies who use the facilties.

· Security should be tightly coordinated with other life/safety and physical plant
systems in the" facilty. This coordination wil ensure that the decision-making
authority and responsibilties in an emergency are clear, and that the necessary
interventions to any system (security, fire, electrical, HVAC, elevators, etc.) are
performed swiftly and by the appropriate personneL.

King County Courthouse _

· 'Based on the findings of the Superior Court, the County Executive, and the
Metropolian King County Council, security for the King County Courthouse entails
screening for weapons at the entrances to the facilty.

· All persons entering the Courthouse are subject to entrance screening.

District Court Facilties

· Based on the findings of the District Court, entrance screening for the general
public is necessary in the outlying court facilities to .provide adequate security for
the public and employees.
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LONG TERM SECURITY PLAN

1. Program management

Department of Public Safety and Department of Construction and ,
Facilities Management will have shared responsibility for the program.

The security program wil be managed by the Department of Public Safety during normal
business hours (6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.), and the Department of Construction and
Facilties Management at night (6:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m.) and on weekends. One captain
and two supervising sergeants wil be designated to oversee two operational locations: 1 )
the Courthouse and ,court-related locations, and 2) the eight outlying District Court
locations. A new section with security as its. main purpose wil be created. A new class of
limited commission offcer within DPS wil be created to address security needs. Staff
functions are described in the "Operations" section of the Courthouse and District Court
sections of this report.

The Department of Public Safety wil be primarily responsible in matters of Courthouse
and courtroom security, although both the Department of Public Safety and Department
of Construction and Facilties Management have staff working normal business hours.
During the day, the Department of Construction and Facilties Management wil have staff
working continue to provide non-police functions like fire alarms, emergency
announcements, building damage, and safety incident reporting. The two departments
wil coordinate closely in the event of an emergency.

Existing Superior Court offcers will continue their employment with the Court until
January 1, 1996, and those who apply and test successfully ,for the new security offcer
position can be hired by DPS effective January 1.

...1
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Areas of responsibility: Security

DPS functions wil include:

. Courthouse security responses

during the day

. Courtroom screening

. Courthouse entrance screening

during the day

. Arrest and detention of law

violators

. Management of contract security
staff

. Primary responsibilty for court

areas

. Storage and handling of weapons

. Removing trespassers

. Monitoring at Central Monitoring

Station from 6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.

. Investigate threats to personnel

. Employee escorts during the day

DCFM functions wil include:

. Backup for courthouse security

response during the day

. Primary responsibilty for fire alarms

. Courthouse entrance screening during

night hours

. Monitoring work release traffc from 4:30

p.m. to 8:00 a.m.

. Contact for fire department inspections,

violations, corrections

. Emergency plans required by fire
department

. After hours emergency contact for all
County buildings

. . Employee escorts during night hours

. Outlying building alarm and fire

monitoring contracts

. "Fire watch" duty when systems go

down

. Courthouse complex theft, damage and

safety incident reports

. CO!1tract management and fiscal

responsibilty

. Emergency response outside

Courthouse

. Non-police functions, such as fire

alarms, fire dril schedule, emergency
announcements and emergency fire
plans
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9rsight Committee
the formation of a Security Oversight Committee, representatives of the
Court, the District Court, the Council and the Executive wil meet to develop the
)rogram and to monitor it once it is implemented. Furthermore, at the start of
19 the new security program, it is expected that the courts wil provide
ible input on the detailed job descnption of the new security offcer, the design of
y modifications, and the final security designations for the facility.

Jrk -- Phase /I
nd phase' of planning for secunty improvements wil occur once the secunty plan
)elow for court-related functions of the County is l,nderway. Phase II wil include
)ing County-owned facilties, facilty modifications for DYS, the Harborview
iurtroom, and a more in-depth review of the need to screen mail and packages.
;e Ii plan wil be transmitted as part of the Executive's 1996 recommended

iary list of the facilties to be included in Phase II includes:

· King County Administration Building and Garage

· Yesler Building

· Prefontaine Building

· Smith Tower

· Columbia Center

· Bank'of California

· AT & T Gateway Tower

· Exchange Building

..;i
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2. King County Courthouse

Level of security
Different areas of the Courthouse have different security needs: For example, doors to
inner and outer stairwells might be secured differently depending on their use and the
potential for problems to occur. A f1oor-by-f1oor assessment of security needs in the
Courthouse is outlned below and in Appendix 1.

Protecting both court-related areas and areas of public access in the King County
Courthouse wil be achieved in four ways:

1. Screening all public and employees for weapons at entrances to the building;
2. Enhancing the security of County and Court offces located inside the Courthouse;

3. Continuing weapons screening for high-risk Court-related areas; and
4. Providing, patrol and reactive response, dispatched from a central monitoring

station where: stairwells and entrances are monitored by means of a video
surveilance system.

This approach allows King County to stop the entry of weapons to the building as a
whole, ensures that court proceedings remain safe, and provides a swift response to
emergency situations which may arise. Facilty modifications which support these
operations include securing the fot'r perimeter stairwells with key-card access, fire-alarm
release doors, and allowing the two north internal stairwells to be used for public and
employee traffc.

A f1oor-by-f1oor survey of the Courthouse was conducted in order to better determine the
type and extent ("level" of security desired to secure the Courthouse. The following
steps were taken to determine the level of security needed: .

· Identifying the uses and purposes of each floor and the Courthouse as a whole;

.. Identifying the security needs for each work area. This work was done in
conjunction with employee groups in each area; and

· Making recbmmendations about thé level of security needed to achieve the goals
for that area.

The security assessment for the Courthouse, attached as Appendix 1, gave the Security
Oversight Group guidance on different approaches to securing the Courthouse.

Weapons screening
Security offcers' response to persons attempting to carry weapons into the Courthouse
wil be as follows, in keeping with the provisions of RCW 9.41.300, RCW 70.74.010, andRCW 9A.52: ~l

· Concealed handguns - legal: If the individual has a concealed weapons license,
offcers wil store the firearm in a gun locker near the first floor entrance for the
duration of the person's stay in the Courthouse. The gun owner wil be able to
retrieve his or her weapon at any time. If the person remains after hours, the key
for the gun locker wil be turned over to night security staff. Persons who need to
store legal firearms wil only be able to do so at the Third Avenue entrance;
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escorts to the gun lockers from the Fourth Avenue entrance or Tunnel entrance
would leave the entrance without an offcer presence to deal with emergencies.

. Concealed handguns - ilegal: If a person carries a concealed handgun into the
Courthouse without a concealed weapons license, offcers will arrest the person.
A background check wil follow; if the charge is ilegally carrying a concealed
weapon, the individual wil be cited. Discovery of prior violent criminal history may
lead to a more serious charge.

. Ilegal weapons under State statute: If the individual brings other ilegal
weapons into the Courthouse, the weapon wil be confiscated, tagged and given to
the sec.urity supervisor at the end of the day. Under RCW 9.41.300, it is unlawful
for persons to knowingly carry specific weapons into court-related areas, including:
firearms aAd explosives, sand clubs, metal knuckles, spring blade knives, "gravity
knives", and slung shots. RCW 9.41.300 also states that '"Weapon" as used in
this section means any firearm, explosive defined in RCW 70. 74.010 or instrument
or weapon listed in RCW 9.41.250.' RCW 9.41.250 states that: IIEvery person
who. . .furtively carres with intent to conceal any dagger, dirk pistol or other
dangerous weapon. . .is guilty of a grQss misdemeanor; . ." The Security
Oversight Committee wil continue to seek advice from the King County
Prosecutor regarding those weapons not specifically listed in the. statute, and
whether those weapons can be permitted into the Courthouse.

. J/egal weapons under Seattle Municipal Code: 'In keeping with Seattle
Municipal Code 12A.14 and 12A.06, the following items are also considered
îIegal in the City of Seattle: any fixed-blade knife, any folding .knife with a blade
length in excess of 3.5 inches, swords, daggers, bayonets, bolo knives
(machetes), hatchets, axes, straight-edged razors, razor blades not in their
original packaging, "blackjacks," "chako sticks," t~rowing stars.

Policies and Procedures
The Department of Public Safety wil draft policies and procedures for providing security
in the Courthouse in keeping ~ith efforts in other jurisdictions, experience in King County
with interim security,' and the most practical approaches to most situations. The aim of
the policies and procedures is to ensure a professional approach to security with a
minimum of inconvenience to the public and King County employees, and wil govern the
conduct of security employees during all hours.

Operations
Weapons screening wil be conducted 24 hours a day, with two screening stations during
business hours at Third Avenue (first floor), one screening station at the Administration
Building Tunnel (first floor), and one screening station at Fourth Avenue (second floor), in
order to secure the building and stil allow access by Courthouse users during all hours.
The staff deployment at each station wil be essentially identical: two screening staff wil
operate one walk-through screener, and one staff member wil operate each x-ray
machine, with oversight and supervision by an offcer. Screening staff wil rotate their
posts among the three types of screening equipment (this is also an opportur.ity to
provide relief for each staff member).

Persons entering the Courthouse wil place packages on the x-ray machine belt and walk
through the magnetic screener. If the equipment signals the possible presence of a

.Page 13
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weapon, secondary hand-held screeners will be used by screening staff. Offcers wil
handle and store weapons and provide response to any emergency or other situations
which might occur at that entrance.

Patrol of the Courthouse during thé day, and response to emergency and other situations
wil be performed a contingent of offcers based out of the Security Offce on the first floor.
Communication wil be by radio on the 800 MHz system, with the central dispatch located
in the first floor security offce. Information about how to contact the Security Offce in the
case of an emergency will be widely distributed to King County employees.

Upon request, high-risk court proceedings wil have a walk-through screener at the
entrance of the designated courtroom; a permanent secondary screening station with a
walk-through screener and two security offcers wil be available for the Family Law
Courtrooms on the third floor and at the entrance to the Criminal Presiding courtroom on.
the 1 ih floor, where arraignments are conducted.

From 6:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., the Fourth Avenue entrance and Tunnel screening stations
wil be closed, leaving the first floor entrance at Third Avenue available for screening after
normal business hours. Persons entering the Courthouse through the Tunnel from .6:00
p.m. to 6:00 a.m. wil be screened at the first floor screening station at Third Avenue.

Staffing
A new class of security offcer wil be created, and two types of security personnel for all
Phase i locations wil be used: first, the limited commission offcer wil be responsible for
the providing the safety and security functions, providing patrol, emerge- :cy response and
entrance screening station oversight; and second, a contract screening staff position wil
operate all screening equipment (hand-held screeners, walk-through screeners and x-ray
machines), and operate the 'central monitoring station. In keeping with the needs uf
Superior Court and experience with security efforts, the following basic skils wil be
required of the two types of staff:

· Security Offcer (Limited Commission): wíl have appropriate police
'experience, be granted a limited commission by the Sheriff, establishing the police
powers grant~d. This new position Wil have police powers, including. the authority
to make arrests within court areas and to conduct investigations. An offcer wil
attend initial training, weapons certification and ongoing instruction as required to
maintain the limited commission status. The offcer wil have the abilty to take
remedial action in the case of an emergency, and respond to Courthouse areas as
requested. He or she wil also provide oversight to ensure the quality of the
screening process. The offcer is also expected to interact with the public and
employees in a customer-service manner. Finally, the offcer wil have a basic
understanding of the building systems (fire, elevators, electronic security systems)
to ensure optimal coordination with DCFM.

· Contract Screener: wíl have equipment operation, dispatch, self-defense,
customer service and emergency training to allow staff to condi.ct weapons
screening at the entrances. The person who performs this function during the day
wil operate and monitor the machines located at all entrances to the building
where the general public and employees have access to the building. He or she
wil be expected to have a personable and friendly demeanor, and be capable of
conducting the required searches in the least obtrusive manner: King County wil
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enter into an open, competitive bidding process to select a company to provide the
contract staff.

. DCFM Security Guards: will continue current facility and security responsibilties
screen for weapons at night and on the weekend, and staff the central monitoring
station.

Each type of staff will conduct the security function for thè Courthouse in accordance with
the policies and procedures outlined by DPS, and their training wil be coordinated with
disaster and emergency preparedness efforts already underway in King County. Superior
and District Court wil be an integral part of recruiting, hiring and setting training standards
for the offcers. The Courthouse effort wil require 20 offcers and 18 contract staff
screeners. Estimated additional staffng costs for the Courthouse in 1996 are estimated
at $ milion.

Facility moçlifications
The Security Oversight Group solicited the advice of two security consultants for
recommend3tions to modify the Courthouse building for the security plan. The first study,
by Robert Glass & Associates, Inc., is attached as Appendix 2 of this report.

The Glass report, summarized here, establishes a comprehensive security system for the
Courthouse and recommends that the County investigate the sharing of
monitoring/control syst3ms among other county facilities and other court-related
functions. Other recommendations include:

. Lighting ($41,600): Add additional lighting at Third and Fourth Avenue.

. Entrances and Screening ($396,500): Create policies for persons subject to
entrance screening, develop Third Avenue as the primary entrance for public use,
install anti-assault revolving doors and ADA-compliant sliding doors at all public
entrances, r-ake several architectural modifications to the Third and Fourth
Avenue entrances. The modifcations to Third and Fourth Avenue entrances
include enlarging the entranca lobby and adding exterior doors in the area nearest
the street.

.' Fire lané: Close the fire lane south of the Courthouse and open it only for

scheduled deliveries.

. Loading Dock: Close the loading dock except for specific, appointment-only
delivery hours, when an offcer wil be present to check invoices. Make video and
voice contact available to the offcer on the loading dock for delivery times.

. Tunnel to Municipal Building: Restrict use to the transportation of inmates and
evidence-related materials. Make video and voice controls available at the door to
the tunnel.

. Intrision Detection System: Install an intrusion detection system covering

perimeter doors to the Courthouse, monitored at the Central Monitoring Station
(below). Install after-hourš, monitored motion detectors in accessible windows.

. Stairways ($136,500): Install locks on the four perimeter and south central
stairwells which unlock during fire or "no power"situations. These would not be
accessible to. the public except in emergencies. Where the stairwells are used by
employees for access to other floors, card.access wíl be installed. Where the
stairwell opens to the street, monitored video and motion detectors will 

be installed
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(dependent upon the installation of adequate lighting and "field of view" camera
tests). Make' north central stairwells available for public and employee circulation.

. Photo Identifcation Badge System/Building Access Control ($265,720):

Create a system in which employees use photo identification badges for after-
hours use of elevators and employee-specific access to entrances and offce
areas. The new system wil be designed to operate at the King County
Correctional Facilty, the Regional Justice Center and other County facilities to
avoid duplication of access cards. .

. Elevator Controls: Install access card readers in designated after-hours

elevators for use by employees and after-hours Courthouse users (for example,
temporary cards could be issued to visitors to the Law Library). (Cost included in
building access control, above.)

. Video Survei/ance System ($78,000): Install video cameras monitored in two
ways by the Central Monitoring Station: first, remote areas wil be continuously
monitored, and second, selective monitoring wil occur when motion-sensitive
cameras are activated. Fifteen initial locations are designated for installation. The
system wil also be activated through use of the duress alarm system.

. Duress Alarm System ($195,000): Locations wil be recommended in
conjunction with the Justice Systems Incorporated study of the duress alarm
system.

. Central Monitoring Station ($156,000): Create a central location where all
perimeter entry and exit, reception counter, security back-up, and emergency and
life safety systems are monitored.

The estimated cost for all facilty improvements in the'Courthouse is $1,037,000 in 1995
and $359,320 in 1996.

The second study, performed by Justice Systems Incorporated, recommends changes to
the duress alarm system currently in use by Superior Court. A complete report will be
available by late May, 1995, which incorporates the findings of the Glass study, this plan,
and wil be included as part of the costs of the secunty plan.

. Preliminary findings by Justice Systems, Incorporated include:

". . .signifcant reliability problems with the two, parallel duress alarm systems
currently installed in the King County Courthouse and the cellular telephone
system used for security communications.

With respect to an older, "hard-wired" duress alarm system that reports to an
alarm console in the Communications Center, its reliability was compromised by
wiring integrity problems and intermitent staffng. A newer, "soft-wired" and
"remote" alarm system that was intended to supplement the older system was
found to be less reliable than the older system. It also suff~red from wiring
integrity problems, compounded by slow and unpredictable response times, and
non-functional or lost remote buttons.

The cellular telephone system that is currently used for voice security
communications and to establish a direct audio link with a speakerphone at the

. alarm site was also found unreliable. Cellular coverage of the lower floors is poor
and calls are'often blocked by other traffc. The direct audio link feature was
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found to be generally inaudible and diffcult to operate with sometimes
unpredictable results. "

These findings wil be further reviewed by the Security Oversight Group.

. Preliminary recommendations by Justice Systems, Incorporated include:

1. Replace the existing, parallel duress alarm systems with a new centrally-
monitored system, partially reutilizing exitng push-buttons and wiring.

2. Dedicate wiring to the alarm systems and do not share wiring with another

system. Electronically supervise alarm wiring for integrity and provide an
automatic trouble alarm at the central monitoring station when problems are
detected.

3. Eliminate the alarm paging feature by not instal/ng the optional alarm paging

system.

4. Completely eliminate the use of cellular telephones for security
còmmunications, including eliminating the direct audio link feature between the
alarm sit speakerphone and responding security personnel.

5. Purchase portable radios and install a desktop station, bi-directional amplifers,
and additional antenna system in order to use the County-wide, 800 MHz
trunkedradio system for security communications.

Three levels' of alternative surveilance and recording systems, each more inclusive than
the last, are recommended to equip locations with audio and video contact with the
central monitoring station.

..

4:¡
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3. King County District Courts

Level of Security
The Seattle Division of District Court, located in the King County Courthouse, is
considered to be part of the Courthouse security effort. Protecting the employees and
public at each of the eight District Court divisions wil be achieved in three ways:

1. Screening the public for weapons at entrances to the building;

2. Enhancing the security of several key areas inside each court area;
3. Providing reactive response to situations which arise in each court building.

The Department of Public Safety conducted security surveys in each of the King County
District Court worksites and developed a security plan for each court in conjunction with
an interview with each court administrator. The surveys included a review of site
specifications for the individual court, identified security concerns, and examined a
diagram of each court. Security recommendations were then made in two phases: near-

. term and long term. . The surveys were then sent to the Washington Association of
Sheriffs and Police Chiefs for review and recommendation. A copy of the survey is
available upon request.

Weapons Screening
District Court has adopted a policy that all members of the public entering District Court
facilties wil be subject to weapons screening. The Department of Public Safety, in
managing the program, wil implement an approach sirTi1ar to the King County
Courthouse to implement this policy: a walk-through screening station placed at the
entrance to each building, with lockers available to store firearms. Employees who show
proper identification wil not be subject to screening.

Policies and Proçedures
The Department of Public Safety will draft policies and procedures for providing security
in the District Court outlying divisions in keeping with efforts.in other jurisdictions,
experience in King County with interim security, and the most practical approaches to
most situations. The aim of the policies and procedures is to ensure a professional
approach to security with a minimum of inconvenience to the public and King County
employees, and wil govern the conduct of employees during all hours.

Operations
Entrance screening wil be conducted at each division 10 hours a day, with screening
stations at each entrance, and a screening station available on days court is in operation
at the Mercer Island Division (which ope;-atesonly on Fridays) and the Vashon Division
(which operates two days per month). The staff deployment at each station wil be
identical to the Courthouse operation: one screening staff person to operate the
screening equipment and one offcer to provide response and oversight of the screening
program.

As in the Courthouse, if the equipment signals the possible presence of a weapon,
secondary hand-held screeners wil be used by offcers and screening staff. Offcers wil
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handle and store weapons and provide response to any emergency or other situations
which might occur at that entrance.

Patrol and response functions for each Distnct Court division wil be conducted by the
offcer on duty at the location as needed.

Staffing
The two types of personnel listed in the Courthouse section (offcer, screener) wil be
used to provide secunty in District Court divisions. The District Court security effort will
require 13.5 offcers and 8 screeners.

Facility modifications
Following the DPS review of District Court divisions, the following facilty
recommendations were made for each division.

. Aukeen f1ivision ($7,614): Install an alarm locator device to isolate a duress
call, alarm non-public exterior doors, require all personnel to enter through the
main lobby scanner, provide a secure fence around the employee area..

. Bellevue Division ($76,050): Remove extenor door handles, install duress
alarms in courtrooms, clerk's desk and lobby counter, build a wall from the
lobby to Department Three (creating one screening point), install directional
signs, limit vehicle access to authorized vehicles only.

. Federal Way Division ($34,858): Erect a fence on the north and west sides
(depends' on zoning requirements), install duress alarms in judge offces,
remove exterior handles on non-public exterior doors, make several other
doorway modifications, and add a gate between the judge's bench and door
(depends on building code requirements).

. Issaquah Division ($17,973): Replace hollow-core doors with solid wood or

metal doors, install alai:s on extenor doors and stairwell doors, add a gate
between judge's bench and courtroom, upgrade judge benches to National
Institute of Justice standards.

. Mercer Island Division ($1,664): Alarm door between clerk's offce and jury

room, remove extenor door handles and alarm judge's chamber door, install
shades on exterior windows.

. Northeast Division ($33,267): Alarm exterior doors, courtroom exit doors

and judge's chambers, re-key building, repair broken fence lock, make counter
area "bullet-proof, ø install gate between judge's bench and wall in all
courtrooms.

.~, Renton Division ($28,223): Alarm exterior doors, rear courtroom doors,
replace counter plexiglass, make clerk's counter "bullet-proof, ø remove exterior
door handles.

. Seattle Division ($82,550): Included as part of Courthouse effort. Also,

relocate clerk's counter, make judge benches "bullet-proof, ø install plexiglass in
bailffs work area.
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· Shoreline Division ($20,657): Alarm rear courtroom doors, non-public

exterior doors, re-key all doors and re-code alarm system, add a gate between
judge's bench and wall, erect a fence surrounding employee area, secure roof
windows.

· Southwest Division ($43,602): Review procedures with security company to
ensure that court is contacted when duress alarm is activated, install keypad
access to interior stairwell, alarm arid remove door handles to west entrance,
reconfigure floor plan to alleviate traffc flow problems.

· Vashon Division: Install duress alarms at all counters, keypad access
between the police department and court, install plexiglass and court and
police counters, install solid-core doors, modify bench to incorporate bailff
work area, update judge bench to NIJ standards. (Costs are included in
estimates for Southwest Division.)

Estimated facilty modification costs for 1 0 d~visions are $525,013.

.f:l
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ourt Services, Harborview Secure Courtroom, Department
Services

Jurt-related areas are outside the King County Courthouse; weapons screening
,ffcer's presence will be provided by the Department of Public Safety.

rt Services
;ourt Services provides court-ordered mediation and conciliation services in
; relations and family law cases. Located in the Central Building (Third Avenue
lison), the Superior Court business conducted here often entails highly emotional
;sured situations. The security goal is to prohibit weapons from entering the
nd have security personnel available to assist in diffusing tense situations if
As part of the security plan, an offcer will be stationed at the offces during

J hours, and wil screen for weapons with a hand-held screener. Staff have
j five priority facilty modifications for offces, including:

Install bulletproof glass adjacent to,the lobby;

Install a duress alarm from each offce to the receptionist;

Restrict access to one main entrance and screen for weapons (done April,
1995);

Give staff access to the state mainframe systems to determine if a client has a
criminal history; and

Install an automatic closing device on each door exiting the offces (done April,
1995).

Secure Courtroom
irborview Secure Courtroom, located at Harborview Medical Center on Ninth
ind James, in-custody hearings are conducted for involuntary commitment
-he goal for this area, again, is to prohibit weapons and have security personnel
as needed. Under the security plan, an offcer would be dispatched to the

n during ho;, -s of operation from the Central Monitonng Station in the King
;ourthouse, and screen all persons entering the courtroom for weapons using a
d scanner. '

of Youth Services
:irtment of Youth Services facilty at Twelfth Avenue and Alder is a multi-use .
Veapons screening has been in placE' at this facilty for two years. The security
itains the current deployment of staff and equipment for screening at DYS for
two screening staff operating a walk through scanner and searching packages
nd-held scanner if indicated, and an offcer providing patrol and response.
issues for facilty modifications and additional equipment (such as an x-ray
are underway as part of a separate capital planning effort and wil be addressed
II of the security plan. Communication wil likely be by radio, with a duress
:tem feeding to and dispatch from the Central Monitoring Station.
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These three court-related locations will require 6 offcers, at an additional annual cost of
$366,566. A full-staff model is attached as Appendix 3.
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5. Implementation Schedule

Item

· Security Phase I completed and transmitted to Council

· 'Review duress alarm Phase II

· Review scope of work for Security Phase II

· Revise final scope of work for duress alarm Phase II

· Design of facilty improvements

· Development of RFP for duress alarm Phase II

· Establish equipment list; order equipment

· Begin permit process

~ Develop RFQ for contract security services

· Determine WMBE, insurance and other requirements for facilty
improvements

· Obtain approval and identify funding for duress alarm Phase II

· Finalize design, approval from Oversight Committee for facilty
improvements

· Finalize cost estimates for facilty improvements

· RFQ Process for contract staff vendor

· Pre-bid meeting: contract staff

· RFP for duress alarm Phase II

· Recruit for new security offcer position

· Receive and evaluate RFQs: contract staff

· RFP review and cqntract award for duress alarm phase II
..

· Select contractor to provide security staff

· Construction phase: facilty improvements

· Negotiate and finalize contract: contract staff

.. DPS and OHRMapprove job classification specifications and salary for
new offcer position .

· Construction phase closes for facilty modification

· Testing, trainlng on security devices, procedures

· Establish qualified applicant list for security offcer position

· Development of Security Phase II

· Executive transmittal: Phase II

· Projected Council review/approval of long term plan (1996 budget)

· Begin hiring new security offcers
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Anticipated
Date

May5

May8

May 10

May 22

May 22

May 29

May 29

May 31

June 2

June 2

June 5

June 7

June 21

July 14

July 17

July 19

July 24

July 24

July 25

July 26

August 1

August 1

August 2

August 9

August 31

September 10

September 17

October 17

October 30.
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SECOND INTERIM SECURITY PLAN: JUNE, 1995 TO DECEMBER, 1995

The Department of Public Safety will begin preparing immediately for the transfer of the program
and staff in the 1996 budget by working with the Offce of Human Resource management to
develop a job description, and beginning the hiring process for the new offcer position.
However, DPS wil not be able to immediately implement every item outlined in this report. To
allow for time to hire staff; during the penod June 1, 1995 to December 31, 1995, the current
entrance sC,reening efforts will continue, with several modifications.

Close the loading dock. The loading dock wil be closed and DPS offcer overtime wil no
longer be used for that location. Either a court security offcer or the relief DPS offcer for the
entrance screening posts wil attend to the loading dock during scheduled delivery hours (10 a.m.
to noon, three days a week).

Change contract staff vendors. Emergency provisions wil need to be extended while the
bidding process is underway to select a permanent vendor to provide secunty staff to operate
equipment. This process is anticipated to take two to four months.

InstaJ/ cameras in the stairwells. The secunty provided by DCFM staff in the four perimeter
stairwells wil be provided by installng cameras and lighting suffcient to screen the entry and exit
of each stairwell. The cameras wil be monitored in the Central Monitoring station. The
equipment should be installed by mid-June.

Hire retired limited commission offcers. To reduce the use of overtime police offcers
brought on under the emergency measures, OPS, the Supenor Court, and the District Court will
seek to hire additional retired limited commission offcers.

During the interim period March 3, 1995 to May 26, 1995, costs for the emerge,ncy response
were about $100,000 per week for staff at all locations. By implementing the options outlined
abqve, anticipated additional costs for the second interim period are expected to continue at this
level; the second interim costs are estimated to be $1,288,780 through the close of 1995. Staff
and operations costs, plup the facility modifications which can be made in 1995, are detailed in
Appendix 4.

~:l
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SlIMMARY COSTS FOR KING COUNTY SECURITY PLAN 9899

King County Long-Term Security Plan - Estimated Additional 1996 Cost

FTEs and

Staff locations Estimated cost

Courthouse Total $ 1,507,440
Offcers (FTE) 20
Screeners"\ contract) " 18

Department of Youth Services Total $ 183,278
Offcers (FTE) 4
Screeners (contract) 0

FamilY Court Services.Total $ 61,093
Offcers (FTE) 1

Screeners (contract) °

Harborview Secure Courtroom Total $ .61,093
Offcers (FTE). 1

Scréeners (contract) , 0
l.

District Courts Total $ 907,465
Offcers (FTE) 14
Screeners (contract) 8

Staffing & O&M Costs $ 2,720,368
Less 1995 Superior Court Security Budget $ "(640,000)
Total additional 1996 cost $ 2,080,368 4.
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. cond Interim Security Plan (June-December, 1995):
'ations and Staffing Costs

Staff locations Estimated cost
(Posts)

I $ 642,113
~rtime)

1~1;ontract)

)tal $ 636 i 666
irtime) 1~1

;ontract)
&

$ 10, 000

995 cost $ 1,288,780

.... . .:..:: "."
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'King County Security Plan: Estimated cost of facilty modifications

Total 1995 1996

King County Courthouse

Entrances and Screening

lighting $ 41,600 $ 41,600
Rotating Doors $ 84,000 $ 84,000
X-Ray Machines $ 126,000 $ 126,000
Third Avenue Improvements $ 104,000 $ 104,000
Fourth Avenue Improvements $ 32,500 $ 32,500

Intrusion Detection $ 52,000 $ 52,000

Stairwells
MWCE $ 58,500 $ 58,500
Locks $ 78,000 $ 78,000

Building Access Control
Key card access (MWCE) $ 247,000" $247,000
Locks $ 18,720 $ 18,720

Video Surveilance $ 78,000 $ 78,000

Duress Alarm System $ 195,000 $ 195,000

Central Monitoring Station

MWCE $ " 123,?00 $ 123,500
Architectural improveme'nts $ 32,500 $ 32,500

Equipment (i.e., radios) $ 125,000 $ 125,000

District Court
:.

Aukeen $ 7,614 $ 7,614
Bellevue $ 76,050 $ 76,050
Mercer Island $ 1,664 $ 1,664
Federal Way $ 34,858 $ 34,858
Issaquah $ 17,973 $ 17,973
Norteast $ 33,267 $ 33,267
Renton $ 28,2~3 $ 28,223
Seattle $ 82,550 $ 82,550
Shoreline $ 20,657 $ 20,657
SouthwesWaslÍon $ 43,602 $ 43,602
All divisions (wall, keypad, lockbox) $" 33,280 $ 33,280
Central. electronic access system $ 145,275 $145,275

Courthouse Total $ 1,396,320 $ 1,037,000 $ 359,320
District Courts Total $ 525,013 $ 379,738 $145,275

Total all locations $1,921,333 $1,416,738 $ 504,595
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APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Floor-by Floor Assessment of Security Needs in the King County Courthouse.

Appendix 2: Bscommendations for Architectural Modifcations for the King Countv
Courthouse. Sectte. Washington: Robert Glass and Associates

Appendix 3: King County Long term Security Plan Operational and Facilty Costs

Appendix 4: Second Interim Security Plan Operational and Facilty Costs

:.
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APPENDIX 1: Floor by floor assessment of security needs in the
King County Courthouse

1. Basement

A. To Seattle Public Safety Building
1. Uses/Purposes: Transport of prisoner and evidence from Seattle Public Safety to KCCF

2. Security recommendation: Card or remote access; camera; close off
3. Security goal/options: Limit access to transfer of prisoners and evidence only

B. To Fourth Avenue

1. Uses/Purposes: County Executive, Sheriffs parking, Facilities Management shops access

2. Security recommendation: Card or remote access; camera

3. Security goal/options: Limit accesslreduce to necessary functions

C. DJA Exhibit Room

1. Uses/Purposes: Store/transport exhibits

2. Security recommendation: Restricted access via button rem.ote, need camera, new duress*m '.
3. Security goal/options: Upgrade existing systems

D. Area-Way Door (James Street)

1. Uses/Purposes: Emergency exit from basement

2. Security recommendation: Alarm and camera

3. Security goal/options: Keep as exit only; ensure no access ,to adjacent stairwell

2. First Floor

A. Third Avenue Entrance

1. Uses/Purposes: General public/employee access, messenger/courier service
..

2. Security recommendation: Entrance screening for weapons; x-ray - .goal to keep out
firearms, add gun lockers and weapons listed in statute; cameras for after-hours access;
card access for employees; only entrance for firearms

3. Security goal/options: security architectural review wil address

B. Tunnel
1. Uses/Purposes': General public/employee access

2. Security recommendation:; Entrance screening; cameras

3. Security goal/options: security architectural review wil address

C. J.ames/Jefferson Street Doors

1. Uses/Purposes: Fire exits in
(a) West perimeter stairwells; access all the way to 12th floor

(b) East perimeter fire exits with access to 8th floor and 1 at floor
2. Security recommendation: Alarm, camera

3. Security goal/options: Ensure no communication belween adjacent stairwell/other access
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D. Information Desk - Day

1. Uses/Purposes: Customer information and service by day

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, some form of communication to Courthouse

Security

3. SecuritY goal/options: Duress alarm, some form of communication to Courthouse Security

E. Information Desk - Night

1. Uses/Purposes: security base for Facilties Management security, monitor traffc coming
into Courthouse after hours

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm. hand-held scanner, radio, entrance screening

3. Security goal/options: Determine staff, traffc flow

F. Security Offce

1. Uses/Purposes: Gun lockers, muster room. Facilties Management Security Offce,
equipmenUsupply storage, central camera monitoring, site for dispatch

3. Floor 1 A

A. Loading Dock
1. Uses/Purposés: Delivery of supplies, garbage removal, evidence transported in, access

for undercover offcers, general contractor staging area

2. Security recommendation: Police offcer, duress alarm, screening of packages, verificationof contents/materials .
3. Security' goal/options: Change methodòlogy for deliveries, after-hours access for

undercover police, exhibits

. 8. Police Propert Unit

1. Uses/Purposes: Evidence, photo lab, Quartermaster, armory, police propert access,
community center door, CiS door

2. Security recommendation: Card access, seal access to Community Center and CIS only;

camera; remote control locks .. .
3. Security goâl/options: Allow contrQlled access for DPS staff into DPS offces

C. Purchasing Stores

1. Uses/Purposes: Offce supply storage

2. Security recommendation: None

3. Security goal/options: No special access

4. Second Floor

~., A. Fourth Avenue Entrance
1. Uses/Purpose~: General public/employee access, messenger/courier service

2. Security recommendation: Entrance screening for weapons; x-ray. add gun lockers and
weapons listed in statute; cameras for after-hours access; card access for employees

3. Security goal/options: Reduce access during non-peak hours, ensure firearms not allowed

in the building
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8. James/Jefferson Street Doors

1. Uses/Purposes: Fire exits in

(a) West perimeter stairwells; access all the way" to 12th floor

(b) East perimeter fire exits with access to 8th floor and 1st floor
2. Security recommendation: Alarm, camera

3. Security goal/options: Ensure no communication between adjacent stairwelVother access

C. DAD Court Services

1. Uses/Purposes: Pre-tnal release unit, high-risk client population serviced by this staff

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm. Limited access to reception area. locks on
offce doors, locking file cabinets, barrier around reception desk, individual lockers with

locks. limited computer access ~ot secure other than password), cover or replace glass
windows outside of offces on 4 Avenue. .

3. Security goal/options: Alternatives include relocating from other sensitive offces (e.g.

Domestic Violence Advocates).

D. DV Advocates

1. . Uses/Purposes: PAO unit provides victims assistance in DV disputes for District and
Superior Courts

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm. Alarms, locks for cabinets, lockers for personal
items

3. Security goal/options: Alternatives include relocating from other sensitive offces (e.g.

Domestic Violence Advocates).

E. OCRe
1. Uses/Purposes: Executive agency responsible for civil rights compliance, complaints

2. Sècurity recommendation: Barrier to prevent attacks on receptionist. alarms, locks for
cabinets and lockers

3. Security goal/options: Should be absorbed in new space with Metro/King County merger;

ask work group about recommendations for interim secunty

F. Ombudsman
l.

1. Uses/Purposes: Offce of citizen complaints

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, controlled entrance. Alarm, barrier, Jocks and
lockers

G. Superior Court Courtrooms and Staff Space (Existing)

1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms; capabilty for secondary screening. camera

H. Superior Court~Courtrooms and Staff Space (In Construction)
1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtrooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, capabilty for secondary screening, camera
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A.

B.

C.

5. Third Floor

A. Seattle District Court
1. Uses/Purposes: Seattle branch of King County District Court with 5 courtrooms, arbitrator,

probation, OPD and clerks offce space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, cameras. Possible: alarms, lockers, locks,
counter barrier.

3. Security goal/options: DPS study will address

B. News'Media Offces

1. Uses/Purposes: Offces housing area media representatives

2. Security recommendation: None

C. Superior Court Courtrooms
1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtrooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, capabilty for secondary screening, camera

D~ Family Law Commissioners
1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtrooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, capabilty for secondary screening, camera (?).
Wire screen across the front counters with folding doors to shut off the front when closed.
This would prevent angry emotional people from going across the counter. Private signs

to be placed on the commissioners' chamber doors. Courtroom #3 needs to be enlarged
so barrier can be put up between attorneys, Attorney General Advocates and clerk, bailff
and commissioner.

6. Fourth Floor

Executive Offces (also DEA, OFM and Regional Offces)
1. Uses/Purposes: Houses Executive functions

2. Security recommendation: Duress alcrm.

Receptionist - Duress alarm, automatic door open and close into Executive's offce.
DEA - Alarm, lockers, cabinets. Budget Offce - Reception desk in front to be moved
up by the front door instead of in the back past work areas with signs pointing to
reception desk, large copier out in front.

Auditor
1. Uses/Purposes: Houses Council Auditor

2. Security recommendation: None. Alarm and request walk throughs. People work late; no
record of in case of fire or earthquake. People going to late council meetings can access
auditots area. Need a locking door from council area.

3. Security goal/options: None
~

Council Chambers
1. Uses/Purposes: Location of King County Council chambers

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, camera. Check with Council contact on security

3. Security goal/options: Ask Council members, work groups for recommendations
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D. Council Clerk's Offce

1. Uses/Purposes: Location of Council Clerk's offce/maintains Council records

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, secure entrance. Alarm, barrier at reception
desk so public do not enter into offces, lockers

E. Hearing and Zoning E.xaminer

1. Uses/Purposes: Conducts appeals and holds meetings of administrative appeals

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm. Offces vacënt

F. Superior Court C.A.S.A. program

1. Uses/Purposes: Temporary offce space for court-appointed special advocates

2. Security recommendation: wait until relocation before evaluating

7. Fifth Floor

A. Prosecutor's Offce

1. Uses/Purposes: Prosecuting Attorney's offces

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, controlled entry.

3. Security goal/options: Criminal - Alarm that works, barrier at receptionist area, locker
rooms that lock (around back of offces, inter into civil side not secure), request walk
throughs. Civil - Alarm, lockers, barrier to reception area with electric locks. Many
prosecutors work late and are not checked on for their safety. In case of a disaster, no
way to know how many or who in case of fire or earthquake for accountabilty.

8. Sixth Floor

A. Law Library

1. Uses/Purposes: Houses Law Library

2. Security recommendation: Three duress alarms, security cameras, electronic alarm on
books taken out, remove locked storage cabinets by front door, alarms on fire exits, walk
throughs. Again, issue of people working late hours that the library is open and library
patrons hàve access to floors 2 - 12 after hours by elevators and stairs. (Final plan allows
temporary access cards to be issued to visitors to the library to allow access to that floor
only off-hours.)

8. DJA
1. Uses/Purposes: Superior Court Clerk's Offce

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm; restricted access; cameras for public access
counters. Alarms, personal lockers and barrier to reception area of director's offce

C. AIB and Title Companies

1. Uses/Purposes: Private agencies in leased space

2. Security recommendation: None

9. Seventh, Eighth andNinth Floors

A. Superior Court Courtrooms and Space

1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtrooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: see other courtroom spate recommendations



989-9
8. Jury Assembly Room

1. Uses/Purposes: Assembly/check in area for Superior Court jurors

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm at desk

3. Security goal/options: see other courtroom space recommendations

10. Tenth Floor

A. Superior Court Courtroom

1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtrooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, capabilty for secondary screening, camera
3. Security goal/options: see other courtroom space recommendations

8. Council Chambers

1. Uses/Purposes: Location of King County Council chambers

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, camera

3. Security goal/options: Ask Council members, work groups for recommendations

C. Work Release
1. Uses/Purposes: Location for DAD work release

2. Security recommendation: All security provided by DAD Court Services Unit

3. Security goal/options: None

11. Twelfth Floor

A. Council Offces

1. Uses/Purposes: Offces for Council members and staff

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, controlled access

3. Security goal/options: Security needs already incorporated

.. -

B. Council Chambers Viewing Area

1. Uses/Purposes: Spectator seating for Council Chambers

2. Security recommendation: Unknown at this time

C. Chief Criminal Courtroom

1. Uses/Purposes: High profile courtroom

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, controlled access. Occupancy signs - enforced.
3. Security goal/options: Will be relocating to 9th floor

~.;

D. qAD Holding Cells and Inmate Control
1. Uses/Purposes: Staging area for in-custody defendants

2. Security recommendation: All security provided by DAD Court Services Unit

3. Security goal/options: None
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12. Other Facilities

A. Central Building

1. Uses/Purposes: Family Court Services program offces, providing mediation and
evaluation services to participants in domestic relations and domestic violence cases.

2. Security recommendation: Entrance screening, armed limited or full commissioned offcer,
duress alarm, bullet-proof glass, controlled access internal door

3. Security goal/options: Move offces back into the courthouse. In the interim, implement

security recommended above.

B. DYS
1. Uses/Purposes: Location for Juvenile Court, DYS, DJA, PAO and juvenile-justice related

programs. Also the location for supervised visitation program contracted to Second
Chance.

2. Security recommendation: Entrance screening; some duress alarms

3. Security goal/options: Space planning underway as part of capital project; provide x-ray
machine; conduct study of courthouse tower, and Lower Alder Wing, including supervised
visitation program, to provide recommendations on coordinating security needs at the
fàcility and with the overall court secunty plan.

C. Harborview
1. Uses/Purposes: Location of a Superior Court courtoom used to conduct mental

ilness hearings.

2. Security recommendation: còntinue to evaluate

~
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INTODUCTION - Most jurisdictions understand that effecve security cannot be entirely unobtrusive.
Reducing threats of violence, paricularly of armed violence, requires controlled Courthouse access. Walk
through metal detectors and x-ray devices at Courthouse entrances are a generally accepted means of.
prohibiting the introduction of weapons into the Courthouse. Sometimes it is argued that stringently
controlled access should be limited to individual areas dealing with paricular case types, such as serious
criminal cases or faiily/domestic cases. Unfortnately, however, from a practical standpoint, incidents of
random or spontaneous violence are about as common in civil cases as in criminal cases, and probably most
prevalent of all in domestic cases, where emotions run especially high.

Conficts between the image of justice and free access on one hand and preventive security and controlled
access on the other is an issue that jurisdictions need to confont squarely. Effective security, paricularly
preventive security, cares a price tag. Equipment costs necessar to maintain an airport tye
screening/queuing system, may be a one time capital expense but operating costs may represent significant
additional investment.

Recgntion that change is takng place and a timely response by the county is important, so that the capital
invesent may be preserved. The alternative is piecemeal development, sometimes as a respons,~ to crisis,
until the physical plant breaks down for lack of a coordinated plan, lack of capital budget, or both.

The Courthouse is now at the point where changes must be made, in security systems as discussed in this
report and in the complete maser plang for the orderly and ongoing development of the Courthouse site.
Recmmendaons in ths reprt should then be coordited with potential site development for the best value
to the County.

W. Robert Glass, AlA
April 1995

..

~.

Robert Glass and Associates. Incorporated
Page i



KING COUNTY Courthouse
A§iS"g t)" rity Reriew and Recommendations

1. EXISTING CONDITIONS

, Ap'ril 26.1995,

A. INTRODUCTION - The King County Courthouse was built in 1916 with ongoing
remodeling. Current arcrutectural security requirements are now being incorporated into the
building. Tils facility lacks a coordinated architectural security master plan that can be

implemented as areas are remodeled. Robert Glass & Associates, Incorporated was retained
by the Department of Construction and Facilities Management to provide an Architectural
Security Review and Recommendations of the Courthouse.

B. ARCHITECTURAL CONDITIONS - The Courthouse does have a defined building
"edge" as it meets the public streets, but the building has entry and exit points where it is
diffcult to control access/egress.

I. Perimeter- The Courthouse perimeter has the following entry/exit points:

o Tunnel to Municipal Building
Basement parking entry tunnel
Exit stair from basement to grade in the SW corner
Building exit stair to grade in the SW corner
Third Avenue entrance
Tunnel to Administration Building

. Exit stair from basement to the James Street breeze way in the NW corner
Exit Stairs from the basement to grade in the NW corner
Building exit stair to grade in the NW corner
Exit Stairs from the basemènt to grade in the NW.comer
Loading Dock
Exit stair from basement to grade in the SE corner
Building exit stair to grade in the SE corner

,Exit stair from basement to grade in the NE comer
Building exit stair to grade in the NE corner

"Fourth Avenue entrance
Court Holding Skybridge to Main Jail

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

2. Interior Circulation - The. vertical circulation is made up of eight public/employee

elevators, two maintenance elevators, one secure "in custody" elevator, one freight
elevator, three interior staiells and four fie exit stais that open to grade. Elevators
are used to move the majority of building users, stairs are used by few to move one
or two floors at a time.

..;¡

3. Internal Public Counters - These transaction counters are generally open to

anyone, many are not stafed until someone arves in the area. Some have duress
alarm push buttons and can sometimes obtain quick assistance. Responding help
would not know what problem has caused the duress alarm.

Robert Glass and Associates. Incorporated
Page 1.1
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4. Building Parking - The basement level parking is limited to a few key vehicles and

county maintenance vehicles since the shops are located in this area. Parking is
accssed off a tunnel from the south side of the building. This use to be the jail intake
sally-port.

..

Robert Glass and Associates. Incorporated ..
Page i.2
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II. FACILITY OBSERVATIONS

A. INTRODUCTION - Items listed below were observed during an on-site tour conducted
Apri 6 & 7, 1995 by Robert Glass & Associates, Incorporated. These items are considered

all part of an integrated security system that can give additional security without placing
hardships' on staff or public that must conduct business in the Courthouse.

B. OBSERVATIONS

1. Staffng

a. . The building does not have a single entity responsible for security. The

building has Facilities Security Staff ("Green Coats"), Courts Security Staff

(Courts Security Offcer), Building Security Offcers (King County Police
Deparment), Department of Adult Detention (in custody persons) and
Contract Secrity ~taf There is a clear lack of a coordinated response from
a central point within the facility.

2 Parking

a. The building has limited parking in the basement for employees (Sheriff &

County Exective) and parkig for county shop vehicles which use the shops
on the basement leveL. Access for this parking is off a tunnel and is easily
breached. Persons with access to this level by pass all entrance screeiung and
could leave any item for use later.

3. Lighting

a. Exterior building lighting at iught is typical downtown street lighting

. augmented by some entrance lighting. The entres on thid and fourth avenues
"seem darker than they should be, also' emergency exit entries do not have
adequate ~ighting. Lighting is one of the be~t deterrents to intrusion by

outsiders. .

4. Entrances and Screeiung

a. There are too may potential entrances into the building to adequately control
the secrity of the buildig. S'ceeng was not set up until afer the March 2,

1995 shooting. In intervews with staff it seems to have reduced the amount
of movement in the facilty and has made it easier at some localized screeiung
points since people have been screened once already.

~.

. Robert Glass and Associates. Intorporated
Page II.I
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5. Intrusion Detection

a. Afer hours intrusion systems are not used in the building sensitive storage

areas are key locked, security staff does not know if these areas are
penetrated.

6, Stairways

a. There aren't any intrusion devices currently used in the stairways, as a result

the county is placing security staff in the exit stairwell to watch/listen for
people in the stairwell. In addition, there are too many means of circulatirrg
vertically in the building making it diffcult to contain a problem that may
occur.

7. Personnel Security

a. There is not any way to distinguish employees in the building this makes it

diffcult to verify people are in places they should be without stopping and
asking suspicious people.

8.. PropertylDocument Security

a. Currently these are locked with keyed locks typically internal to an offce

suite, without any alan system to notif security staff of unauthorized access.

9. Building Access Control

a. There is a liITted use card access system that controls a few doors and the
entrance tunnel to the basement parkig area. The system is an out dated card
II swipell system that can be prone to sticking or being gummed up with

dirt/garbage. Not all county en.ployees have trus card access ability.

10. Elevator Controls

a. Currently elevators can be locked off during afer hours and selected ones

used to lit movement to varous floors, although the elevators used can stop
wherever the rider wants. Once off on any floor movement can occur on the
stairs so after hours people have free run of the building.

11. Video Surveilance S)'stem (VSS)

a. There is.ITnimal use of video surveillance wruch leave staff blind to certain

areas unless they walk and check them. This is mostly due to the fact that
there isn't a place to molltor video surveillance cameras.

Robert Glass and Associates, Incorporated
Page II.2
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989~ Duress Systems

a. There are some isolated duress systems, mostly in the court rooms that

respond over pagers to selected st Again, other staff does not know there

is a problem and may be letting public into a building that should be shut
down.

13. Central Monitoring Station

a. There is not a central monitoring point within the building making it diffcult

to coordinate a response or verify that all is secure within the building afer
hours.

..

.t':;

Robert Glass and Associates. Incorporated
Page II.3
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III. RECOMMENDATIONS AND PROBABLE COSTS
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A. INTRODUCTION - The recommendatiòns listed below establish a security system for
the bùilding that would be the appropriate leveL. The County should investigate the sharing.
of control systems between buildings on this site and county wide, for example the King
County Correctional Facilit (KCCF) will be installing an access control system that could be
expanded to include other county buildings or the Courthouse system could be expanded to
include the KCCF facility.

These recommendations should be applied to the other courts related functions handled in
facilities outside the Courthouse building, such as:

"
Administration Building

" Yesler Building
" Family Courts (Central Building)
() Youth Services Center
" Harborview
"

Prefontaine Building
" Smith Tower
" Columbia Center
0 Bank of California
0 Gateway Tower
" Exchange Building
" Central Building

Probable cost figures are included for each item in C below.

The Oversite commitee recommendr the security plan be implemented iii two phases.

PHASE ONE PHASE TWO
:

Courthouse Administration Building

Central Building (Family Cour' Seriiices) resler Building

Youth Service Center (D rS) Prefontaine Building

Harborview (Secure Superior Courtroom) Smith Tower

Columbia Cen/a

Gateway Tower
.

Bank olCalifoniia

Exchange Building

R.obf"rt Glsund Ac;soriat~c; fnrQrp()ral
Page IILl
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B. RECOi\1MENDA TIONS - The recommendations below are grouped by subject item to match
the categories mentioned in Section II - Observations. Many items should be laid out on floor plans
and reviewed with operational staff before implementation. It is recommended that an rntegrated
Security Plan (ISP) be developed which will help the Department of Construction and Facilities

. Management in developing the scope of work for the projects envisioned, and to help define the
necessary work requirements. The county is currently developing an rsp for use in the renovation
of the King County' Correctional Facilities electronic control systems and architectural security issues.

1. Staffng

a. The county will need to make a policy decision relating to the agency that wil.

provide general building security and emergency dispatch for problems. This
report recommends a Central Monitoring Station that will monitor all alarms
in the building and dispatch appropriate staff to respond. At this time it is not

clear what agency wil operate the Central Monitoring Station.

Other agencies such as the Federal.Courts System found that building security,
should rest with General Services, not the Federal Marshal when the building
contains other Junctions besides courts in. the buildiug. Larger counties use
this federal model as an approach to building security since the security system
is just one of maIy systems in the building that need to be monitore~ daily.
TIie federal model could apply to this building and allow the ?ther County
buildings in the area to be monitored by the Central Monitoring Station.

-The Oiiersight committee recommends a shared responsibilty, with
the Department of Public Safety responsible for all s.ecurity junctions during
normal business hours, and tliè Department of Construction and facilìtìes
Management responsible jor security during off-hours.

b. The following staffng table is a listing of minimum staff required 
to operate

the various security posts and entrance screening positions recommended in
- this report. The county may choose to contract some services from private

vendors or provide all servi,- es through county staff Staffng lists should be
consistently refined as future design work occurs.

o Basis of Calculations - The FTE multipliers are rounded for the
purposes of this document: It is also recognized that a multiplier
cannot be consistently applied across 'the board, as there are variables
between civilian and sworn staff~ training requirements for sworn staff
being a good example.

~.

The average productive year for the Staff is assumed to be 228.12
days:i (or shifts).

365 days/year '
228.12 shifts = 1.60 rounded to nearest 10th.

. 'Ro-lt:-r nl:t'iC: :tnd A 'iC:Clc:i~1CC: TnC:O:tClratf"rl

Page III.2
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The annual productivity is determined by the amount of holidays,
policies on vacations and sick time, injury and training time off'
military leave and the like. Multipliers in other jurisdictions range

from 1.58 to 1.80, or higher in a few instances,

Should King County FTE calculations change, the staffng list must be
changed accqrdingly. The totals below are rounded to the nearest
tenth.

o 5-day post for administrative staff
no relief coverage......... ........................................,.... ..I. 00

o 5-day post for administrative staff
where relief is covered by assistants .
and others............. ............ ........ .............. .........,... .:......1.20

o 7-day post, one shift....................................................l.60

o 7 -day post, two shifts... ..... .......... ........................... ......3 .20

o 7 -day post, three shifts.........................................,.......4. 80

c. Staffng Table'

Days Shifts Sub ReI

Name Per Wk 8-5 11-7 7-3 3-11 Total Mult Total

SECURTY
Security Supervisor 5 1.0 1.0

CM? Operator 7 1 1 1 3.0 1.6 4.8

Roving Security Staff (1)7 1 2 2 5.0 1.6 8.0

Loading Dock 5 1 - 1.0 1.2 1.2

..
THIRD A VENUE ENTRANCE
Security Offcer 5 1 I 2.0 1.2 2.4

Screening Staff 5 2 2 4.0. 1.2 5.8

ADMINISTRATION BUILDING TUNNEL
Security Offcer 5 I 2.0 1.2 2.4

Scree'ning Staff 5 1 2.0 1.2 2.4

FOURTH AVENUE ENTRACE.
Screening Stw 5 .5 1.5 1.2 1.8

TOT AL 28.8

(I) Roving Staff covers the loading dock during busy hours,

RQbmsh"" ~nd A""nîlW5 rncnrporateJl
Page IlL3
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9 8 2. Parking ,
, :. D ril i 6.1 ?-25,

ë., The existing parking area and county maintenance shops in the Basement

Level need to be eliminated since it provides a means to bypass the entrance
screening system. This is an extremely vulnerable area' since traffc into this
area is completely unmonitored.

3. Lighting

a. Additional lighting should be placed at the Third Avenue and Fourth Avenue
entrances to provide a safer place for staff and public to enter the building.
,Building codes require the. archway swinging doors at each location to be'

recessed so as not to swing onto the sidewalk. These recessed entrances

should be very brightly lighted to discourage individuals from lurking and/or
using this area for a rest room.

4. Entrances and Screening

a. The County will need to make a policy decision on the screening of
employees, will they be subjected to the same entrance screening as the public
is required to follow.

7he Oversight committee recommend'iemployees be screened like everyone
else, and that there should he no separate employee entrance.

b. The Third Avenue entrance should be developed as th~ primary entrance for

public and should be expanded to 'allow proper queuing space for the peak
periods before morning and afternoon court sessions. See Ilustration 1 for a
suggested layout for this area.

~

H.Q.D.rrLGlas.L.ari ~JKialc. r nCQrpQia1sd
Page IIL4
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3rd Avenue Entrancé- Illustration 1
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Key
'1. Baggage X-Ray machine

2. Walk Thru Metal Detector

3. 16 PeoplelMinute Scanner/Ass~ult-resistant door

4. 6 Peoplelnute Scaner/Assault-resistant door (Card Access control for

King County employees) Not recommended by Oversight commitee
5. Doors open during the day (Card Access control after hours for King

County employees)
6. Exit doors unlocked during the day

7. ADA compliant door

Riw('l1 tiI~"" :inri A "c;nri;ltes Tnrnrpor:itcd
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Fourth Avenue entrance should be employee only and would require less
screening staff than the primary entrance. See Ilustration 2.

7lie Oiiersite committee recommends the Fourth A venue Entrance
he open to the genera! pub/ic.

R:~
6."ç.J4V~

/";
;'L:'''ATOC,S

4th Avenue Entrance- Illustration 2
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J(ey:
1. Baggage X-Ray machine

2. . Walk Thru Metal Detector
3. Doors locked at all times (Card Access co~trol for King County

employees) Not recommended by Oversight committee
4. Exit walkway

fuwe:rf G1a~~ a.' A ,\"nria_~ fn(Q!:O..f':d
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. d: A/I persons iising the tunnel entrance for the Courthol/se wi II he screel1d

similarly (0 the -Ith avenue entrånce. Screening devices will consist of a walk through
scanner aiid a package x-ray scanner. See Illustration 3.
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Tunnel Entrance- Illustration 3'-.
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The fire lane to the south of the building should be closed off with posts,
bollards or other protective devices and only opened during the hours that the
loading dock is open.

The Loading Dock, attended during delivery hours, should have intercom and
VSS added to alert the Central Monitoring Station staff to the arrival of
delivery trucks or maintenance vehicles. Delivery of all packages and mail

should be: at this point and will require screenìng.

f The tunnel connection from the Administration Building will remain a

screening.point for public and staff access and will require staffng. Hours of
operation may be less than the main entrance on Third Avenue.

g. The tunnel connection to the Municipal Building should be restricted to the

transportation of inmates to/from court or evidence related materials. The
opening should have an intercom, VSS and a door control from the Central
Monitoring Station.

5. Intrusion Detection

a. An intrusion detection system covering all perimeter door openings should be

installed in the Courthouse, monitored by the Central Monitoring Station.
After-hours motion detection should be added to protect the accessible

windows. These should be monitored by the Central Monitoring Station.

6. Stairways

a. The four fire exit stairs in each building corner should be equipped with an
electric lock on each level that would be connected to the fire alarm system
so they will unlock during a fire or "no power" situation. On some floors

.. where judges use thes'e for circulation, the locks can be operated by a card
access reader: The exit door to grade level should be alarmed and the

stairwell should have a motion detector monitored at the Central MC'litoring
Station.

There has been some discussion about adding VSS cameras inside the stairs
to identify intruders, the VSS cameras will require lighting inside the stairwells
to be upgraded and all "field-or-views" for cameras should be verified for
adequate coverage.

~.

b. The internal stairway located onthe south side of the central corridor should
be equipped with an electric lock on each level which would be connected to
the fire alar system so they will unlock during a fire or "no power" situation.

R.Qw nl;"" :¡niI A~flÇi:it~" Jnr(l\Rnr:¡t~d
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The two internal stairways on the north side of the ceor;-al corridor should
remain accessible for circulation during hours of use. Afer hours they should
be equipped with electric locks similar to the other exit stairs listed above.

'f

7. Personnel Security

a. To provide better security to employees, a photo identification badge system

will be added. This will incorporate a card access system into the badge and
provide a dual function. This card access system will be used to provide after-

hours access to work areas.

8, Property/Document Security

a. Intrusion alarms should be added to all sensitive storage rooms for files,

records, evidence and equipment rooms.

9. Building Access Control

a. Employee photo identification badges will be incorporated into an access
control card which will allow employees after-hours use of elevators to
"locked-out" floors, access to offce suite entries and the bu~lding perimeter

at permitted locations.

10, Elevator Controls

a. Elevators should have card access controls added for after hours usage by

authorized employees. Card readers will be added in the cab or cabs to
authorize dispatch of the cab to the various floors, .

b. Elevators not equipped with card readers would be locked-out and not

available for use after hours.

II, Video Surveillance System (VSS)

a. There are two tyes ofmonitonng which \Vii occur at the Central Monitoring

Station: 1) continuous monitoring of remote areas; and 2) selective
monitoring of remote areas where a "security" movement is requested. VSS
monitors must be in an "onll mode with the remote position in visu:i! contact
for the "door open" function to be activated..

~~b"" and A. S')_Q£ii~.s I nrorJ1J:I
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Video Surveillance Cameras should be added to following places:

" Basement tunnel access to Municipal building controlled door
Third Avenue entrance screening
Administration building tunnel entrance screening (duress alarm system)
Loading Dock exterior
fourth Avenue entrance screening
SuperÍor Court Reception counter

District Court Reception counter
Family Courts entrance

Prosecuting Attorney Criminal Division Reception cöunt~r (duress alarm
system)
Law Library Reception counter (duress alarm system)
King County Council Reception counter (duress alarm system)
fire Exit stairwell exterior door openings

"

"

()

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

12. Duress System

a. Duress alarm systems will be added at fixed' positions, mostly counters where
employees have direct public interaction. It is recommended that the duress
alann control the VSS image and intercom so the Central Monitoring Station
c'an see and hear what is happening. The Courts have contracted with the
engineering firm of Justice Systems Incorporated to upgrade the existing
duress alarm system. Thier recommendations will be incorporated into the
Central Monitoring Station discussed below.

b. The following locations are presently identified as duress alarm locations:

0 Superior Court Reception
" District Court Reception
" Prosecuting Attorney Criminal Division Reception

.. 0 Law Library Reception
0 King County Council Reception
0 King County Council Chambers
0 Third Avenue entrance screening
0 Fourth A venue entrance screening
" Tunnel Screening
0 Sheriff Personnel Reception
0 Public Safety Technical Services Reception
0 Offce of Citizen Complaint Reception

~ 0 D~partment of Adult Detention-Court Services
0 Judicial Administration counters (sixth floor)

c. Besides the above duress alarm points the Central Monitoring Station should

monitor all courtroom duress alarms, and coordinate any response to alarms
that may include shutting down entrance screening positions or alerting

. outside agencies.

R(~J1 nl:l~C; ancf A c;c;ot'Mf'C; Tn('orpor~
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a. The Central Monitoring Station is the "nerve center" for security and building

management. In this capacity it is responsible for monitoring all security
perimeter access/egress, major public/employee reception counters and
security backup, emergency and life safety systems. This post will monitor all

building systems. A partial listing may include:

o

Life Safety Systems
Emergency Power Generation
Heating Ventilation and Air Conditioning (BY AC)
Plumbing
Building Maintenance Issues

o

o

o

o

b. The electronic controls and VSS monitors will be housed in cus~om-designed

plastic laminate control cabinetry that will provide the optimum ergonomic
layout for the operator. The cabinetry will be designed to allow for a work
space, computer console and other required equipment.

EleCtronic equipment will be placed in an electronic equipment room that will
allow for ease of maintenance without disturbing the operating staff at the

-control console when maintenance is required.

c. Additionally, the CMS can serve as a radio storage/issue area and a

communications center with dedicated radio and telephone to City/County
Dispatch.

d. This Central Monitoring Station can be used to monitor other buildings used

by the county that are near the Courthouse, (Yesler Building, Prefontaine

Building and County Garage) thus providing a central county building security
monitoring post.

..

~
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PR T - Listed below are budgetar probable physical plant improvement

res for each item discussed above:

No. Item Budgetary Cost

i. Staffng $ Operational Cost

2. Parking $ 0,00

J. Lighting $ 35,200.00

4. Entrances and Screening $ 335,500.00

5. Intrusion Detection $ 44,000.00 .

6. Stairways $ 115,500.00

7. Personnel Security $ In Item #9

8. Property/Document Security $ In Item #5

9. Building Access Control $ 224,840.00

10. Elevator Controls $ In Item #9

II. Video Surveillance System (VSS) $ 66,000.00

12. Duress System (Not including courtrooms $ 165,000.00
which is provided under a different contract)

13. Central Monitoring Station (eMS) $ 104,500.00
.

TOT AL IMPROVEMENTS $ 1,090,540.00'

(This figure should be increased by $100,000 if the' parking in the basement in not
eliminated)

The above amount does not include Design Fees, Owners Contingency and Taxes.

.l;j
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King County Long-Term Security Plan: 9899
"'~
~~VJ.

Estimated Operations & Staffng Costs .. 'l

Number of Relief Hours! Hours! Total Annual costs
Facility!AreafType of Staff posts sick/vac Day Week Hourly rate staff FTE 1996

King County Courthouse
Sergeant 1.00 8.0 40 $ 31.25 1.00 1.00 $ 65,000
3rd Avenue

Offcer 1 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 1.21 1.82 $ 83,538
Screener: Peak hours 7 1.00 7.0 35 $ 10.00 7.00 $ 127,400
Screener: Non-peak hours 3 1.00 2.0 10 $ 10.00 3.00 $ 15,600

4th Avenue
Offcer 1 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 1.21 1.82 $ 83,538
Screener: Peak hours 5 1.00 7.0 35 $ 10.00 5.00 $ 91,000
Screener: Non-peak hours 1.5 1.00 2.0 10 $ 10.00 1.50 $ 7,800

Tunnel to Administration Bldg
Offcer 1 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 1.21 1.82 $ 83,538
Screener: Peak hours 3 1.00 7.5 38 $ 10.00 3.00 $ 58,500
Screener: Non-peak 2 1.00 2.3 11 $ 10.00 2.00 $ .11,700

Relief (breaks)
Offcer 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 1.21 1.82 $ 83,538

Central Monitoring Station

Screener 3 1.70 8.0 56 $ 10.00 5.10 $ 148,512
PatroVResponse

Offcer 3 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 3.64 4.55 $ 208,845
Court area security (ft 3, 12, high-risk)

Offcer 5 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 6.07 7.59. $ 348,075

Departent of Youth Services
Entrance

Offcer 2 1.1 12.0 60 $ 22.05 2.43 3.64 $ 167,076
Screener 0 1.00 12.0 60 $ 10.00 0.00 $

Family Court Services (Central Building)
Entrance and Lobby

Offcer 1.21 8.0 40 $ 22.05 1.21 1.21 $ 55,692
Harborview Secure Courtoom

Entrance
Offcer 1.21 8.0 40 $ 22.05 1.21 1.21 $ 55,692

District Court
..

Sergeant 1.00 8.0 40 $ 31.25 1.00 1.00 $ 65,000
Aukeen

Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Bellevue
Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Federal Way
Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Issaquah
Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Mercer Island
Offcer 1.21 10.0 10 $ 22.05 1.21 0.30 $ 13,923 .

Northeast
Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Renton
Uffcer 1 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

King Couniy Security Plen MayS. 1995
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King County Long-Term Security Plan:
Estimated Operations & Staffng Costs

Facilty!Areafype of Staff
Number of

posts

Shoreline
Offcer
Screener

Southwest
Offcer
Screener

Vashon
Offcer

Relief
sick/vac

Hours!
Day

Hours!
Week Hourly rate

1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05
1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00

1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05
1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00

1.21 10.0 3 $ 22.05

Overtime
Maintenance Contract for Equipment and Security Systems
O&M Costs (radios, telephones, and mise equipment and supplies)

Supervisors
Offcers
Screeners - number of posts

. Staff total

Courtouse Total
Departent of Youth Services
Family Court Services

Harborview Secure Courtoom
District Court Total
All Phase i areas - Total Cost Including,OT and O&M

OT, Equipment, O&M
Total Cost Including OT, Equipment, O&M

less 1995 Superior Court Security Budget & DPS Sergeant
All Phase I areas - Total additional cost

Offcer relief factor , 1.21

Screener relief factor
.

1

Sergeant hourly rate $ 31.25
Offcer hourly rate .. $ 22.05
Screener hourly rate $ 10.00

~

-(,"9 County Security Plan

l

APPENDIX 3
.

Total
staff FTE

Annual costs
1996

1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
1.00 $ 26,000

$
1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
1.00 $ 26,000

1.21 0.08 $ 3,481

$ 38,000
$ 20,000

, $ 120,000

2.00 $ 130,000
38.02 $ '1,743,856

34.60 $ 668,512
40.02 $ 2,542,368

20.43 $ 1,507,440
3.64 $ 183,278
1.21 $ 61,093
1.21 $ 61,093

13.52 $ 907,465
40.02 $ 2,720,368

$ 178,000
$ 2,720,368

$ (640,000)
$ 2,080,368

.:. l 'l .'
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" King County Second Interim Security Plan: 9899Estimated Operations and Staffing Costs

Number of Relief Hours! Hours! Total Total costs

Facility/ArealType of Staff posts Factor Day Week Hourly rate staff Jun. Dec 1995

King County Courthouse
Sergeant 1 1.00 8.0 40 $ 47.20 1.00 $ 57,269

3rd Avenue
Offcer 1 1.00 12.0 60 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 73,619

Screener: Peak hours 7 1.00 7.0 35 $ 10.00 7.00 $ 74,317

Screener: Non-peak hours 3 1.00 2.0 10 $ 10.00 3.00 $ 9,100

4th Avenue
Offcer 1 1.00 12.0 60 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 73,619

Screener: Peak hours 5 1.00 7.0 35 $ 10.00 5.00 $ 53,083

Screener: Non-peak hours 1.5 1.00 2.0 10 $ 10.00 1.50 $ 4,550

Tunnel to Administration Bldg
Offcer 1 1.00 12.0 60 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 73,619

Screener: Peak hours 3 1.00 7.5 38 $ 10.00 3.00 $ 34,125

Screener: Non-peak 2 1.00 2.3 11 $ 10.00. 2.00 $ 6,825

Central Monitoring Station

Scr~ener 3 1.70 8.0 56 (- 10.00 5.10 $ 74,256,,)

Relief
Offcer 1 1.00 12.0 60 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 73,619

Facilties Day Shift Backup 1 1.00 8.0 40 $ . 16.40 1.00 $ 19,899

Perimeter stairwells 4 1.00 10.0 50 $ 16.40 4.00 $ 14,213

District Court
Aukeen

Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Bellevue
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Federal Way
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Issaquah ..

Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Mercer Island
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 10 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 12,270

Northeast
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Renton
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Shoreline ~
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Southwest $

Offcer 1 .1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Vashon
Offcer 1.00 10.0 10 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 12,270

King County Security Plan May 5. 1995
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King County Second Interim Security Plan:
Estimated Operations and Staffing Costs

Number of Relief Hoursl Hours/ Total Total costs

Facility/Arearrype of Staff posts Factor Day Week Hourly rate staff Jun - Dec 1995

Misc. Operating and Equipment $ 10,000

Supervisors 2.00 $ 130,888

Offcers 13.00 $ 736,190
Screeners - number of posts 32.50 $ 377,589
Facilities/Stairwell posts 5.00 $ 34,112
Staff total 52.50 $ 1.278,780

Courtouse Total 34.50 $ 642.113
Distnct Courts Total 18.00 $ 636,666
All Phase I areas - Total 52.50 $ 1,278,780

Total Including O&M $ 1,288.780

Offcer relief factor 1

Screener relief factor 1

Sergeant hourly rate $ 47.20
Offcer hourly rate $ 40.45
Screener hourly rate $ 10.00

Family Court Services, Harborview Medical Center and Department of Youth Services will continue to receive
security services from Superior Court offcers through the end of 1995.
Months: 7

~,

,(ino Countv Secr1lv Plan



9899
B. James/Jefferson Street Doors

1. Uses/Purposes: Fire exits in

(a) West perimeter stairwells; access all the way" to 12th floor

(b) East perimeter fire exits with access to 8th floor and 1st floor
2. Security recommendation: Alarm, camera

3. Security goal/options: Ensure no communication between adjacent stairwell/other access

C. DAD Court Services

1. Uses/Purposes: Pre-trial release unit, high-risk client population serviced by this staff

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm. Limited access to reception area, locks on
offce doors, locking file cabinets, barrer around reception desk, individual lockers with

locks, limited computer access ~not secure other than password), cover or replace glass
windows outside of offces on 4 Avenue. .

3. Security goal/options: Alternatives include relocating from other sensitive offces (e.g.

Domestic Violence Advocates).

D. DV Advocates

1. Uses/Purposes: PAO unit provides victims assistance in DV disputes for District and
Superior Courts

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm. Alarms, locks for cabinets, lockers for personal
items

3. Security goal/options: Alternatives include relocating from other sensitive offces (e.g.

Domestic Violence Advocates).

E. OCRe
1. Uses/Purposes: Executive agency responsible for civil rights compliance, complaints

2. Sècurity recommendation: Barrier to prevent attacks on receptionist, alarms, locks for
cabinets and lockers

3. Security goal/options: Should be absorbed in new space with Metro/King County merger;

ask work group about recommendations for interim security

F. Ombudsman
ì.

1. Uses/Purposes: Offce of citizen complaints

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, controlled entrance. Alarm, barrier, locks and
lockers

G. Superior Court Courtrooms and Staff Space (Existing)

1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms; capabilty for secondary screening, camera

H. Superior Court~Courtrooms and Staff Space (In Construction)

1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, capabilty for secondary screening, camera
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6.

A.

B.

C.

5. Third Floor

A. Seattle District Court
1. Uses/Purposes: Seattle branch of King. County District Court with 5 courtrooms, arbitrator,

probation, OPD and clerks offce space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, cameras. Possible: alarms, lockers, locks,
counter barrier.

3. Security goal/options: DPS study wìl address

B. News'Media Offces

1. Uses/Purposes: Offces housing area media representatives

2. Security recommendation: None

C. Superior Court Courtrooms
1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, capabilty for secondary screening, camera

D~ Family Law Commissioners
1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, capabilty for secondary screening, camera (?).
Wire screen across the front counters with folding doors to shut off the front when closed.
This would prevent angry emotional people from going across the counter. Private signs

to be placed on the commissioners' chamber doors. Courtroom #3 needs to be enlarged
50 barrier can be put up between attorneys, Attorney General Advocates and clerk, bailffand commissioner. .

Fourth Floor

Executive Offces (also DEA, OFM and Regional Offces)
1. Uses/Purposes: Houses Executive functions

2. Security recommendation: Duress alcrm.

Receptionist - Duress alarm, automatic door open and close into Executive's offce.
OEA - Alarm, lockers, cabinets. Budget Offce - Reception desk in front to be moved
up by the front door instead of in the back past work areas with signs pointing to
reception desk, large copier out in front

Auditor
1. Uses/Purposes: Houses Council Auditor

2. Security recommendation: None. Alarm and request walk throughs. People work late; no
record of in case of fire or earthquake. People going to late council meetings can access
auditots area. Need a locking door from council area.

3. Security goal/options: None
~,

Council Chambers
1. Uses/Purposes: . location of King County Council chambers
2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, camera. Check with Council contact on security

3. Security goal/options: Ask Council members, work groups for recommendations
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D. Council Clerk's Offce

1. Uses/Purposes: Location of Council Clerk's offce/maintains Council records

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, secure entrance. Alarm, barrier at reception
desk so public do not enter into offces, lockers

E. Hearing and Zoning Examiner

1. Uses/Purposes: Conducts appeals and holds meetings of administrative appeals

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm. Offces vac¡;nt

F. Superior Court C.A.S.A. program

1. Uses/Purposes: Temporary offce space for court-appointed special advocates

2. Security recommendation: wait un~i1 relocation before evaluating

7. Fifth Floor

A. Prosecutor's Offce

1. Uses/Purposes.: Prosecuting Attorney's offces

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, controlled entr.

3. Security goal/options: Criminal - Alarm that works, barrier at receptionist area, locker
rooms that lock (around back of offces, inter into civil side not secure), request walk
throughs. Civil - Alarm, lockers, barrier to reception area with electric locks. Many
prosecutors work late and are not checked on for their safety. In case of a disaster, no
way to know how many or who in case of fire or earthquake for accountabilty.

8. Sixth Floor

A. Law Library

1. Uses/Purposes: Houses Law Library

2. Security recommendation: Three duress alarms, security cameras, electronic alarm on
books taken out, remove locked storage cabinets by front door, alarms on fire exits, walk
throughs. Again, issue of people working late hours that the library is open and library
patrons have access to floors 2 - 12 after hours by elevators and stairs. (Final plan allows
temporary access cards to be issued to visitors to the library to allow access to that floor
only off-hours.)

B. DJA
1. Uses/Purposes: Superior Court Clerk's Offce

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm; restricted access; cameras for public access
counters. Alarms, personal lockers and barrier to reception area of director's offce

C. AIB and Title Companies

1. Uses/Purposes: Private agencies in leased space

2. Security recommendation: None

9. Seventh, Eighth and Ninth Floors

A. Superior Court Courtrooms and Space

1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtrooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: see other courtroom space recommendations
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8. Jury Assembly Room

1. Uses/Purposes: Assembly/check in area for Supenor Court jurors

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm at desk

3. Security goal/options: see other courtroom space recommendations

10. Tenth Floor

A. Superior Court Courtroom

1. Uses/Purposes: General purpose courtrooms and staff space

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarms, capabilty for secondary screening, camera
3. Secunty goal/options: see other courtroom space recommendations

8. Council Chambers

1. Uses/Purposes: Location of King County Council chambers

2. Secunty recommendation: Duress alarm, camera

3. Security goal/options: Ask Council members, work gróups for recommendations

C. Work Release
1. Uses/Purposes: Location for DAD work release

2. Security recommendation: All security provided by DAD Court Services Unit

3. Security goal/options: None

11. Twelfth Floor

A. Council Offces

1. Uses/Purposes: Offces for Council members and staff

2. Secunty recommendation: Duress alarms, controlled access
3. Security goal/options: Security needs already incorporated

.. .

8. Council Chambers Vie~ng Area

1. Uses/Purposes: Spectator seating for Council Chambers

2. Security recommendation: Unknown at this time

C. Chief Criminal Courtroom

1. Use,s/Purposes: High profile courtroom

2. Security recommendation: Duress alarm, controlled access. Occupancy signs - enforced.
3. Security goal/options: Will be relocating to 9th floor

D. qAD Holding Cells and Inmate Control
1. Uses/Purposes: Staging area for in-custody defendants

2. Security recommendation: All security provided by DAD Court Services Unit

3. Security goal/options: None
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12. Other Facilities

A. Central Building

1. Uses/Purposes: Family Court Services program offces, providing mediation and
evaluation services to participants in domestic relations and domestic violence cases.

2. Security recommendation: Entrance screening, armed limited or full commissioned offcer,
duress cilarm, bullet-proof glass, controlled access internal door

3. Security goal/options: Move offces back into the courthouse. In the interim, implement

security recommended above.

B. DYS
1. Uses/Purposes: Location for Juvenile Court, DYS, DJA, PAO and juvenile-justice related

programs. Also the location for supervised visitation program contracted to Second
Chance.

2. Security recommendation: Entrance screening; some duress alarms

3. Security goal/options: Space planning underway as part of capital project; provide x-ray
machine; conduct study of courthouse tower, and Lower Alder Wing, including supervised
visitation program, to provide recommendations on coordinating security needs at the
fàcilty and with the overall court security plan.

C. Harborvjew
1. Uses/Purposes: Location of a Superior Court courtroom used to conduct mental

ilness hearings.

2. Security recommendation: continue to evaluate

;.

~.
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INTODUCTION - Most jurisdictions understand that effecve security cannot be entirely unobtrusive.
Reducing threats of violence, paricularly of armed violence, requires controlled Courthouse access. Walk
through metal detectors and x-ray devices at Courthouse entrances are a generally accepted means of'
prohibiting the introduction of weapons into the Courthouse. Sometimes it is argued that stringently
controlled access should be linuted to individual areas dealing with paricular case types, such as serious
crinunal cases or farrly/domestic cases. Unfortnately, however, from a practical standpoint, incidents of
random or spontaneous violence are about as common in civil cases as in criminal cases, and probably most
prevalent of all in domestic cases, where emotions run especially rugh.

Conficts between the image of justice and free access on one hand and preventive security and controlled
access on the other is an issue that jurisdictions need to confont squarely. Effective security, paricularly
preventive security, cares a price tag. Equipment costs necessar to maintain an airport tye
screerung/queuing system, may be a one time capital expense but operating costs may represent significant
additional investment.

Recgntion that change is takng place and a timely response by the county is important, so that the capital
invesent may be preserved. The alternative is piecemeal development, sometimes as a responsl~ to crisis,
until the physical plant breaks down for lack of a coordinated plan, lack of capital budget, or both.

The Courthouse is now at the point where changes must be made, in security systems as discussed in this
report and in the complete maser plarg for the orderly and ongoing development of the Courthouse site.
Recmmendaons in ths reprt should then be coordiated with potential site development for the best value
to the County.

W. Robert Glass, AlA
April 1995

~l

Robert Glass and Associates. Incorporated
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i. EXISTING CONDITIONS

April 26.199~ ,
~

A. INTRODUCTION - The King County Courthouse was built in 1916 with ongoing
remodeling. Current arcrutectural security requirements are now being incorporated into the
building. This facility lacks a coordinated architectural security master plan that can be
implemented as areå are remodeled. Robert Glass & Associates, Incorporated was retained

by the Department of Construction and Facilities Management to provide an Architectural
Security Review and Recommendations of the Courthouse.

B. ARCffTECTURAL CONDITIONS - The Courthouse does have a defined building
"edge" as it meets the public streets, but the building has entry and exit points where it is
diffcult to control access/egress.

1. Perimeter- The Courthouse perimeter has the following entry/exit points:

o Tunnel to Murucipal Building
Basement parking entry tunnel
Exit stair from basement to grade in the SW comer
Building exit stair to grade in the SW comer
Third Avenue entrance
Tunnel to Adnunistration Building
Exit stair from basement to the James Street breeze way in the NW corner

'Exit Stairs from the basement to grade in the NW corner
Building exit stair to grade in the NW comer
Exit Stairs from the basement to grade in the NW.comer
Loading Dock
Exit stair from basement to grade in the SE corner
Building exit stair to grade in the SE corner

. Exit stair from basement to grade in the NE corner
. Building exit stair to grade in the NE corner
"'Fourth Avenue entrance
Court Holding Skybridge to Main Jail

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

o

2. Interior Circulation - The. vertical circulation is made up of eight public/employee

elevators, two maintenance elevators, one secure "in custody" elevator, one freight
elevator, three interior staiells and four fie exit stais that open to grade. Elevators
are used to move the majority of building users, stairs are used by few to move one
or two floors at a time.

.,:;
3. Internal Public Counte~ - These transaction counters are generally open to

anyone, many are not stafed until someone arves in the area. Some have duress
alarm push buttons and can sometimes obtain quick assistance. Responding help
would not know what problem has caused the duress alar.

Robert Glass and Associates. Incorporated
Page 1. i
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4. Building Parking - The basement level parking is limited to a few key vehicles and

county maintenance vehicles since the shops are located in this area. Parking is
accssed off a tunnel from the south side of the building. This use to be the jail intake
sally-port.

..

Robert Glass, and Associates. Incorporated
Page 1.2
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II. FACILITY OBSERVATIONS

A. INTRODUCTIQN - Items listed below were observed during an on-site tour conducted
Apri 6 & 7, 1995 by Robert Glass & Associates, Incorporated. These items are considered

all part of an integràtea security system that can give additional security without placing
hardships' on staff or public that must conduct business in the Courthouse. .

B. OBSERVATIONS

1. Staffng

a. . The building does not have a single entity responsible for security. The

building has Facilities Security Staf ("Green Coats"), Courts Security Staff

(Courts Security OffcerX Building Security Offcers (Kng County Police
Deparment), Department of Adult Detention (in custody persons) and
Contract Security SJaf There is a clear lack of a coordinated response from
a central point witlun the facility.

2 Parking

a. The building has lirrted parking in the basement for employees (Sheriff &

County Exective) and parkig for county shop velucles which use the shops
on the basement leveL. Access for this parking is off a tunnel and is easily
breached. Persons with access to this level by pass all entrance screening and
could leave any item for use later.

3. Lighting

a. Exterior building lighting at night is typical downtown street lighting

. augmented by some entrance lighting. The entres on thid and fourth avenues

"seem darker than they should be, also' emergency exit entries do not have
adequate l~ghting. Lighting is one of the be~t deterrents to intrusion by
outsiders. ' '

4. Entrances and Screening

a.
, '

There are too may potential entrances into the building to adequately control
the secrity òfthe buildig. Screeng was not set up until afer the March 2,
1995 shooting. In intervews with staff it seems to have reduced the amount
of movement in the facilty and has made it easier at some localized screening
points since people have been screened once already.

~.

Robert Glass and Associates. Inçorporated
Page II.I



.KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE
: Architectu;al Seè~rity Review anti Recommendations

April 26. I 995

9899 ~::'I.:1

j '.'.'~
l .\: y.:. ..

5. Intrusion Detection

a. Afer hours intrusion systems are not used in the building sensitive storage

areas are key locked, security staff does not know if these areas are
penetrated.

6. Stairways

a. There aren't any intrusion devices currently used in the stairways, as a result

the county is placing security staff in the exit stairwell to watch/listen for
people in the stairwelL. In addition, there are too many means of circulatirrg
vertically in the building making it diffcult to contain a problem that may
occur.

7. Personnel Security

a. There is not any way to distinguish employees in the building this makes it

diffcult to verify people are in places they should be without stopping and
asking suspicious people.

8 . PropertylDocument Security

a. Currently these are locked with keyed locks typically internal to an offce

suite, without any alar system to notif security staff of unauthorized access.

9. Building Access Control

a. There is a limited llse card access system that controls a few doors and the
entrance tunnel to the basement parkig area. The system is an out dated card
"swipe" system that can be prone to sticking or being gunued up with
dirt/garbage. Not all county en.ployees have this card access ability.

1 Q. Elevator Controls

a. Currently elevators can be locked off during afer hours and selected ones

used to lit movement to varous floors, although the elevators used can stop
wherever the rider wants. Once off on any floor movement can occur on the
stairs so after hours people have free run of the building.

i i. Video Surveilance System (VSS)

a. There is minimal use of video surveillance wruch leave staffblind to certain
areas unless they walk and check them. This is mostly due to the fact that
there isn't a place to morutor video surveilance cameras.

Robert Glass and Associates. Incorporated
Page rr.2
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Duress Systems

a. There are some isolated duress systems, mostly in the court rooms that

respond over pagers to seleced st Again, other staff does not know there

is a problem and may be letting public Into a building that should be shut
down.

13. Central Monitoring Station

a. There is not a central monitoring point witlun the building making it diffcult

to coordinate a response or verify that aU is secure wittun the building afer
hours.

..

~.

Robert Glass and Associates. Incorporated
Page II.3
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III. RECOMMENDATIONS AND PROBABLE COSTS
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A. INTRODUCTION - The recommendations listed below establish a security system for
the bùilding that would be the appropriate leveL. The County should investigate the sharing.
of control systems between buildings on this site and county wide, for example the King
County Correctional Facilit (KCCF) will be installng an access control system that could be
expanded to include other cQunty buildings or the Courthouse system could be expanded to
include the KCCF facility.

These recommendations should be applied to the other courts related functions handled in
facilities outside the Courthouse building, such as:

(J
Administration Building

(l Yesler Building
(l Family Courts (Central Building)
0 Youth Services Center
0 Harborview
0

Prefontaine Building
0 Smith Tower
n Columbia Center
0 Bank of California
0 Gateway Tower
0 Exchange Building
0 Central Building

Probable cost figures are included for each item in C below.

The Oversite commitee recommend) the security plan be implemented in two phases.

PHASE ONE PHASE TWO

Courthouse Administration Building

Central Building (Family Courl Services) Yesler Building

Youth Service Center (DYS) Prefontaine Building

Harborview (/:;ecure Superior Courtroom) Smith Tower

Columbia Center

Gateway Tower

. Bank ofCalifomia

Exchange Building

Rnhprf Gla.sUT1(f A~s()ri:d~~ Tnrarpnr::lil.s
Page II i. 1
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B. RECOJ\1MENDA TIONS - The recommendations below are grouped by subject item to match
the categories mentioned in Section II - Observations. Many items should be laid out on floor plans
and reviewed with operational staff before implementation. It is recommended that an Integrated
Security Plan (ISP) be developed which will help the Department of Construction and Facilities
Management in developing the scope of work for the projects envisioned, and to help define the
necessary work requirements. The county is currently developing an ISP for use in the renovation
of the King County' Correctional Facilities electronic control systems and architectural security issues.

1. Staffng

a. The county will need to make a policy decision relating to the agency that will.

provide general building security and emergency dispatch for problems. This
report recommends a Central Monitoring Station that will monitor all alarms
in the building and dispatch appropnate staff to respond. At this time it is not
clear what agency will operate the Central Monitoring Station.

Other agencies such as the Federal Courts System found that building security
should rest with General Services, not the Federal Marshal when the building
contains otherfunctions besides courts in. the buildil1g. Larger counties use
this federal model as an approach to building secunty since the security system
is just one of maIy systems in the building that need to be monitore~ daily.
The federal model. could apply to this building and allow the ?ther County
buildings in the area to be monitored by the Central Monitoring Station.

'7lie Oversight committee recommends a shared responsibility, with
the Department of Public Safety responsible for all s,ecurity functions during
normal business hours, and thé Department of COl1stntction and l!aCIlites
Management respo/lsible for security during offhours.

b. The following staffng table is a listing of minimum staff required. to operate
the various security posts and entrance screening positions recommended in

~ this report. The county may choose to contract some services from private

vendors or provide all serv,-es through county staff. Staffng lists should be
consistently refined as future design work occurs.

o Basis of Calculations - The FTE multipliers are rounded for the
purposes of this document: It is also recognized that a multiplier
cannot be consistently applied across 'the board, as there are variables
between civilian and sworn stafE training requirements for sworn staff

being a good example.
~.

The average productive year for the. Staff is assumed to be 228. i 2
days:l (or shifts).

365 days/year . .
228.12 shifts = 1.60 rounded to nearest lOth.

R-r.rnc.tl rH::"c: ::nc1 A c:c:nrÌ:fC''' Inr.nrpnrMf'd
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The annual productivity is determined by the amount of holidays,
policies on vacations and sick time, injury and training time off,'
military leave and the like. Multipliers in other jurisdictions range

from 1.58 to 1.80, or higher in a few instances.

Should King County FTE calculations change, the staffng list must be
changed accQrdingly. The totals below are rounded to the nearest
tenth.

o S-day post for administrative staff
no relief coverage......... ..................................,............ 1.00

o 5-day post for administrative staff
where relief is covered by assistants .
and others....................................................:........:...... 1.20

o
7-day post, one shift.................................................... 1.60

o 7 -day post, two shifts................................................... 3.20

o 7 -day post, three shifts.................................................4. 80

c. Staffng Table

Days Shifts Sub ReI

Name Per Wk 8-5 11-7 7-3 3-11 Total Mutt Total
SECURTY
Security Supervsor 5 1.0 1.0

CM~ Operator 7 1 1 1 3.0 1.6 4.8

Roving Security Staff (i)7 1 2 2 5.0 1.6 8.0

Loading Dock 5 1 - 1.0 1.2 1.2

..
THIRD A VENUE ENTRANCE
Security Offcer 5 1 1 2.0 1.2 2.4

Screening Staff 5 2 2 4.0, 1.2 5.8

ADMINISTRA nON BUILDING TUNNEL
Security Offcer 5 1 2.0 1.2 2.4

Scree'ning Staff 5 1 2.0 1.2 2.4

FOURTH A VENUE ENTRACE .
Screening Stw 5 .5 1.5 1.2 1.8

TOT AL 28.8

(1) Roving Staff covers the loading dock during busy hours.

Rcm('rt ri!~" ;incl A ""iiri:l~ Jnrnrpor;ite.d
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. .

ê.. The existing parking area and county maintenance shops in the Basement

Level need to be eliminated since it provides a means to bypass the entrance
screening system. This is an extremely vulnerable area' since traffc into this
area is completely unmonitored.

J. Lighting

a. Additional lighting should be placed at the Third Avenue and Fourth Avenue

entrances to provide a safer place for staff and public to enter the building.
,Building codes require the, archway swinging doors at each location to be'
recessed so as not to swing onto the sidewalk. These recessed entrances

should be very brightly lighted to discourage individuals from lurking and/or
using this area for a rest room.

4. Entrances and Screening

a. The County wil need to maké a policy decision on the screening of
employees, will they be subjected to the same entrance screening as the public
is required to follow.

771e Oversight commitee recommend'ìemployees be screened like everyone
else, and that there s!7oÙld be no separate employee entrance.

b. The Third Avenue entrance should be developed as the primary entrance for

public and should be expanded- to 'allow proper queuing space fo~ the peak
periods before morning and afternoon court sessions. See Ilustration i for a
suggested layout for this area.

..

..;¡

gt.~bl'rLG.las~aii AsOc:i:llç,S rn.CQrp.o.ra.tç-d
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3rd Avenue Entrancè- Illustration 1
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Key
î. Baggage X-Ray machine

2. Walk Thru Metal Detector

3. 16 Peoplelinute Scanner/Ass~ult-resistant door

4. 6 Peoplelnute Scaner/Assault-resistant door (Card Access control for

King County employees) Not recommended by Oversight committee
5. Doors open during the day (Card Access control after hours for King

County employees)
6. Exit doors unlocked during the day

7. ADA compliant door

Rahl'rt nl:i"" :incl A ""nri:itt'" Tnl'orpor:itp.d
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9899 II Fourth A venue entrance should be employee only and would require less
screening staff than the primary entrance. See Ilustration 2.

777e Oversile committee recommends the Fourth Avenue Entrance
he opet fo the general public.

!'C(
A.Vç.lv~

//
;"l.:.".iTOc.S

4th A venue Entrance- Illustration 2
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,Key:
1. Baggage X-Ray machine

2. . Walk Thru Metal-Detector
3. Doors locked at all times (Card Access co~trol for King County

employees) Not recommended hy Oversight commitee
4. Exit walkway
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. d' All persons using the tunnel entrance for the Courthoiise wi! he screened

similarly 10 fhe 4th avenue enfrånce. Screening devices will consist of a walk through
seal/ner and a package x-ray scanner. See IlliistrafIo/l 3.
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Tunnel Entrance- Illustration 3-..
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e~ The fire lane to the south of the building should be closed off with posts,
bollards or other protective deVices and only opened during the hours that the
loading dock is open.

The Loading Dock, attended during delivery hours, should have intercom and
VSS added to alert the Central Monitoring Station staff to the arrival of
delivery trucks or maintenance vehicles. Delivery of all packages and mail

should be at this point and will require screening.

f The tunnel connection from the Administration Building wil remain a

screening.point for public and staff access and wil require staffng. Hours of
operation may be less than the main entrance on Third Avenue.

g. The tunnel connection to the Municipal Building should be restricted to the

transportation of inmates to/from court or evidence related materials. The
opening should have an intercom, VSS and a door control from the Central
Monitoring Station.

5. Intrusion Detection

a. An intrusion detection system covenng all perimeter door openings should be

installed in the Courthouse, monitored by the Central Monitoring Station.
After-hours motion detection should be added to protect the accessible
windows. These should be monitored by the Central Monitoring Station.

6. Stairways

a. The four fire exit stairs in each building corner should be equipped with an
eIectric lock on each level that would be connected to the fire alarm system
so they wil unlock during a fire or "no power" situation. On some floors

.. where judges use these for circulation, the locks can be operated by a card
access reader'. The exit door to grade level should be alarmed and the

stairwell should have a motion deteCtor monitored at the Central MC'litoring
Station.

There has been some discussion about adding VSS cameras inside the stairs
to identifY intruders, the VSS cameras will require lighting inside the stairwells
to be upgraded and all "field-or-views" for cameras should be verified for
adequate coverage. K.

b. The internal stairway located on, the south side of the central corridor should

be equipped with an electric lock on each level which would be connected to
the fire alar system so they will unlock during a fire or "no power" situation.

~~hen nh~~ ;tnel A ~~eu:i:l~~ Tnr.lHJ)oratC',d
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The t'No internal stairways on the north side of the central corridor should
remain accessible for circulation dunng hours of use. Afer hours they should
be equipped with electric locks similar to the other exit stairs listed above.

't

7. Personnel Security

a. To provide better security to employees, a photo identification badge system

will be added. This will incorporate a card access system into the badge and
provide a dual function. This card access system will be used to provide af1er-
hours access to work areas.

8. Property/Document Security

a. r ntrusion alarms should be added to all sensitive storage rooms for files,

records, evidence and equipment rooms.

9. Building Access Control

a. Employee photo identification badges will be incorporated into an access
control card which will allow employees afer-hours use of elevators to
"locked-out" floors, access to offce suite entries and the bu!lding perimeter

at permitted locations.

r 0, Elevator Controls

a. Elevators should have card access controls added for after hours usage by

authorized employees. Card readers will be added in the cab or cabs to
authorize dispatch of the cab to the various floors. .

b. Elevators not equipped with card readers would be locked-out and not

a vailable for use after hours.
..

i i. Video Surveillance System (VSS)

a. There are two tyes of monitoring which will occur at the Central Monitoring
Station: 1) continuous monitoring of remote areas~ and 2) selective

monitoring of remote areas where a "security" movement is requested. VSS
monitors must be in an "on" mode with the remote position in visu:il contact
for the "door open" function to be activated..

RQP£'rt n !;¡~C; anti A S')~fts I nr:cirpQr.rl£dl
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i 2. Duress System

A.priI26.1995\_l \ ' ')

Video Surveillance Cameras should be added to following places:

(I Basement tunnel access to Municipal building controlled door
Third Avenue entrance screening
Administration building tunnel entrance screening (duress alarm system)
Loading Dock exterior
rourth Avenue entrance screening
Supenor Court Re~eption counter
District Court Reception counter
ramily Courts entrance

Prosecuting Attorney Criminal Division Reception counter (duress alarm

system)
Law Library Reception counter (duress alarm system)
King County Council Reception counter (duress alarm system)
rire Exit stairwell exterior door openings

(I

(I

(I

(I

(I

(I

(I

(I

(I

1I

(I

a. Duress alar systems will be added at fixed positions, mostly counters where

employees have direct public interaction. It is recommended that the duress
alarm control the VSS image and intercom so the Central Monitoring Station
eiln see and hear what is happening. The Courts have contracted with the
engineering firm of Justice Systems Incorporated to upgrade the existing
duress alarm system. Thier recommendations will be incorporated into the
Central Monitoring Station discussed below.

b. The following locations are presently identified as duress alarm locations:

0 Superior Court Reception
a District Court Reception
a Prosecuting Attorney Criminal Division Reception

.. (I Law Library Reception
0 King County Council Reception
(I King County Council Chambers
a Third Avenuè entrance screening
n Fourth Avenue entrance screening
(J

Tunnel Screening
(I Sheriff Personnel Reception
0 Public Safety Technical Services Reception
(I Offce of Citizen Complaint Reception

..:l 0 D~partment of Adult Detention-Court Services
a Judicial Administration counters (sixth floor)

c. Besides the above duress alarm points the Central Monitoring Station should

monitor all courtroom duress alarms, and coordinate any response to alarms
that may include shutting down entrance screening positions or alerting

. outside agencies.

R(.ln c;i~"" ~nrl A ""or-iMp" lnroq)nr~t~d
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13. Central Monitoring Station (CMS) 9899. '

a. The Central Monitoring Station is the "nerve center" for security and building

management. In this capacity it is responsible for monitoring all security
perimeter access/egress, major public/employee reception counters and
security backup, emergency and life safety systems. This post will monitor all
building systems. A partial listing may include:

o Life Safety Systems
Emergency Power Generation
Heating Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HV AC)
Plumbing
Building Maintenance Issues

(J

o

o

o

b. The electronic controls and VSS monitors will be housed in cus~om-desìgned

plastic laminate control cabinetry that will provide the optimum ergonomic
layout for the operator. The cabinetry wil be designed to allow for a work
space, computer console and other required equipment.

Electronic equipment will be placed in an electronic equipment room that will
allow for ease of maintenance without disturbing the operating staff at the

- control console when maintenance is required.

c. Additionally, the CMS can serve as a radio storage/issue area and a

communications center with dedicated radio and telephone to City/County
Dispatch.

d. This Central Monitoring Station can be used to monitor other buildings used

by the county that are near the Courthouse, (Yesler Building, Prefontaine

Building and County Garage) thus providing a central county building security
monitoring post.

..

~.
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- Listed below are budgetar probable physical plant improvement

res for each item discussed above:

No. Item Budgetary Cost

i. Staffng $ Operational Cost

2. Parking $ 0.00

3. Lighting $ 35,200.00

4. Entrances and Screening $ . 335,500.00

5. Intrusion Detection $ 44,000.00

6. Stairways $ 115,500.00

7. Personnel Security $ In Item #9

8. PropertylDocument Security $ In Item #5

9. Building Access Control $ 224,840.00

10. Elevator Controls $ In Item #9

II. Video Surveillance System (VSS) $ 66,000.00

12. Duress System (Not including courtrooms $ 165,000.00

which is provided under a different contract)

13. Central Monitoring Station (CMS) $ 104,500.00
:.

TOT AL rMWROVEMENTS $ 1,090,540.00'

(This figure should be increased by $100,000 if the' parking in the basement in not
eliminated)

The above amount does not include Design Fees, Owners Contingency and Taxes.

.t..
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King County Long-Term Security Plan: 9899 ;~
Estimated Operations & Staffng Costs

'.,
'1

Number of Relief Hours! Hours! Total Annual costs
Facility!Areafype of Staff posts sick/vac Day Week Hourly rate staff FTE 1996

King County Courthouse
Sergeant 1.00 8.0 40 $ 31.25 1.00 1.00 $ 65,000
3rd Avenue

Offcer 1 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 1.21 1,82 $ 83,538
Screener: Peak hours 7 1.00 7.0 35 $ 10.00 7.00 $ 127,400
Screener: Non-peak hours 3 1.00 2.0 10 $ 10 00 3.00 $ 15,600.

4th Avenue
Offcer 1 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 1.21 1.82 $ 83,538
Screener: Peak hours 5 1.00 7.0 35 $ 10.00 5.00 $ 91,000
Screener: Non-peak hours 1.5 1.00 2.0 10 $ 10.00 1.50 $ 7,800

Tunnel to Administration Bldg
Offcer 1 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 1.21 1.82 $ 83,538
Screener: Peak hours 3 1.00 7.5 38 $ 10.00 3.00 $ 58,500
Screener: Non-peak 2 1.00 2.3 11 $ 10.00 2.00 $ 11,700

Relief (breaks)
Offcer 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 1.21 1.82 $ 83,538

Central Monitoring Station

Screener 3 1.70 8.0 56 $ 10.00 5.10 $ 148,512
PatroVResponse

Offcer 3 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 3.64 4.55 $ 208,845
Court area security (f13, 12, high-risk)

Offcer 5 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 6.07 7.59 $ 348,075

Departent of Youth Services
Entrance

Offcer 2 1.21 12.0 60 $ 22.05 2.43 3.64 $ 167,076
Screener 0 1.00 12.0 60 $ 10.00 0.00 $

Family Court Services (Central Building)
Entrance and Lobby

Offcer 1.21 8.0 40 $ 22.05 1.21 1.21 $ 55,692
Harborview Secure Courtoom

Entrance
Offcer 1.21 8.0 40 $ 22.05 1.21 1.21 $ 55,692

District Court
..

Sergeant 1.00 8.0 40 $ 31.25 1.00 1.00 $ 65,000
Aukeen

Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Bellevue
Offcer 1 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Federal Way
Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Issaquah
Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Mercer Island
Offcer 1.21 10.0 10 $ 22.05 1.21 0.30 $ 13,923

Northeast
Offcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

Renton
Uffcer 1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05 1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
Screener 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 26,000

K,ng County Security Plen May 5. 1995
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King County Long-Term Security Plan:
Estimated Operations & Staffng Costs

Facilty/Areafype of Staff
Number of

posts

Shoreline
Offcer
Screener

Southwest
Offcer
Screener

Vashon
Offcer

Relief
sickvac

Total
Hourly rate staff

Hours/
Day

Hours/
Week

1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05
1.00 10.0 50 $ 1000

1.21 10.0 50 $ 22.05
1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00

1.21 10.0 3 $ 22.05

Overtime
Maintenance Contract for Equipment anq Security Systems
O&M Costs (radios, telephones, and mise equipment and supplies)

Supervisors
Offcers
Screeners - number of posts

'Staff total

Courtouse Total
Departent of Youth Services
Family Court Services

Harborview Secure Courtoom
District Court Total
All Phase i areas - Total Cost Including,OT and O&M

aT, Equipment, O&M
Total Cost Including aT, Equipment, O&M

less 1995 Superior Court Security Budget & DPS Sergeant
All Phase I areas - Total additional cost

Offcer relief factor ' 1.21

Screener relief factor
.

1

Sergeant hourly rate $ 31.25
Offcer hourly rate .. $ 22.05
Screener hourly rate $ 10.00

~.

~lno Coty Securitv Plan
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APPENDIX 3
, ..

FTE
Annual costs

1996

1.21 1.52 $ 69,615
1.00 $ 26,000

$
1.21 1.52 $ 69.615
1.00 $ 26,000

1.21 0.08 $ 3,481

$ 38,000
$ 20,000

. $ 120,000

2.00 $ 130,000
38.02 $ . 1,743,856

34.60 $ 668,512
40.02 $ 2,542,368

20.43 $ 1,507,440
3.64 $ 183,278
1.21 $ 61,093
1.21 $ 61,093

13.52 $ 907,465
40.02 $ 2,720,368

$ 178,000
$ 2,720,368

$ (640,000)
$ 2,080,368
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APPENDIX 4. .

King County Second Interim Security Plan:

9899Estimated Operations and Staffing Costs

Number of Relief Hours! Hours! Total Total costs
Facility!AreafType of Staff posts Factor Day Week Hourly rate staff Jun - Dee 1995

King County Courthouse
Sergeant 1.00 8.0 40 $ 47.20 1.00 $ 57,269
3rd Avenue

Offcer 1 1.00 12.0 60 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 73,619
Screener: Peak hours 7 1.00 7.0 35 $ 10.00 7.00 $ 74,317
Screener: Non-peak hours 3 1.00 2.0 10 $ 10.00 3,00 $ 9,100

4th Avenue
Offcer 1 1.00 12.0 60 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 73,619
Screener: Peak hours 5 1.00 7.0 35 $ 10.00 5.00 $ 53,083
Screener: Non-peak hours 1.5 1.00 2.0 10 $ 10.00 1.50 $ 4,550

Tunnel to Administration Bldg
Offcer 1 1.00 12.0 60 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 73,619
Screener: Peak hours 3 1.00 7.5 38 $ 10.00 3.00 $ 34,125
Screener: Non-peak 2 1.00 2.3 11 $ 10.00. 2.00 $ 6,825

Central Monitoring Station

Scr,eener 3 1.70 8.0 56 (' 10.00 5.10 $ 74,256"
Relief

Offcer 1 1.00 12.0 60 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 73,619
Facilties Day Shift Backup 1 1.00 8.0 40 $ . 16.40 1.00 $ 19,899
Perimeter stairwells 4 1.00 10.0 50 $ 16.40 4.00 $ 14,213

District Court
Aukeen

Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Bellevue
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Federal Way
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Issaquah ..

Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Mercer Island
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 10 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 12,270

Northeast
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Renton
,..~. Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349

Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167
Shoreline .,;¡-

Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Southwest $
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 61,349
Screener 1 1.00 10.0 50 $ 10.00 1.00 $ 15,167

Vashon
Offcer 1 1.00 10.0 10 $ 40.45 1.00 $ 12,270

King Counly Securily Plen May 5. 1995
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APPENDIX 4.
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King County Second Interim Security Plan:
Estimated Operations and Staffing Costs

Number of Relief Hours/ Hours! Total Total costs
FaciJity/Arearrype of Staff posts Factor Day Week Hourly rate staff Jun - Dec 1995

Misc. Operating and Equipment $ 10,000

Supervisors 2.00 $ 130,888
Offcers 13.00 $ 736,190
Screeners - number of posts 32.50 $ 377,589
Faciliies/Stairwell posts 5.00 $ 34,112
Staff total 52.50 $ 1,278,780

Courthouse Total 34.50 $ 642,113
District Courts Total 18.00 $ 636,666
All Phase I areas - Total 52.50 $ 1,278,780

Total Including O&M $ 1,288,780

Offcer relief factor 1

Screener relief factor 1

Sergeant hourly rate $ 47.20
Offcer hourly rate $ 40.45
Screener hourly rate $ 10.00

Family Court Services, Harborview Medical Center and Department of Youth Services wil continue to receive
security services from Superior Court offcers through the end of 1995.
Months: 7

O(ing Counly Secur1lv Plan


